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L'Hiſtoire n'eft fondee que ſur le temoignage des Auteurs qui nous Vont tranſ- 
miſe. I) importe donc extremement, pour la ſeavoir, de bien connoitre 
quels etoient ces Auteurs. Rien n'elt a negliger en ce point; le tems ou ils 
ont veci,” leur naiſſance, leur patrie, la part qu'ils ont eue aux affaires, les 
moyens par leſquels ils ont ẽtẽ inſtruits, et Vinteret quiils y pouvoient prendre, 


ſont des circonſtances eſſentielles qu'il n'eſt pas permis d'ignorer : ' dela de- 
pend le plus ou le moins d'autoritẽ qu'ils doivent avoir: et ſans cette con- 


noiſſance, on courra riſque tres ſouvent de prendre pour BuJde un Hiſtorien 


de mauvaile foi, ou du r mal in forme. KS f: 
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PREFACE. 


O incompetent has the generality of hiſtorians 
been for the province they have undertaken, 
that it is almoſt a queſtion, whether, if the 

dead of paſt ages could revive, they would be able to 

reconnoitre the events of their own times, as tranf- 
mitted to us by ignorance and miſrepreſentation., 

All very ancient hiſtory, except that of the illumi- 

nated Jews, is a perfect fable. It was written by 

prieſts, or collected from their reports; and calcu- 
| lated ſolely to raiſe lofty ideas of the origin of each 

nation. Gods and demi-gods were the principal 
actors; and truth is ſeldom to be expected where 
the perſonages are ſupernatural. The Greek hiſto- 
rians have no advantage over the Peruvian, but in 
the beauty of their language, or from that language 
being more familiar to us. Mango Capac, the ſon of 

a 2 the 
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the ſun, is as authentic a founder of à royal race, as the 


progenitor of the Heraclide. What truth indeed 
could be expected, when even the identity of perſon 


is uncertain ? The actions of one were aſcribed to 


many, and of many to one. It is not known whe- 


ther there was a ſingle Hercules or twenty. 


As nations grew poliſhed, Hiftory became better 
authenticated. Greece itſelf learned to fpeak a little 
truth. Rome, at the hour of its fall, had the con- 


ſolation of ſeeing the crimes of its uſurpers pub- 
liſned. The vanquiſhed inflicted eternal wounds on 


their conquerors but who knows, if Pompey had 
ſucceeded, whether Julius Cæſar would not have 


been decorated as a martyr to publick liberty ? At 
ſome periods the ſuffering criminal captivates all 
hearts; ; at others, the triumphant tyrant. Auguſtus, 
= drenched in the blood of his fellow-citizens, and 
Charles Stuart, falling i in his own blood, are held up 


to admiration, Truth i is left out of the diſcuſſion ; 


and 


LN 9 
and odes and anniverſary ſermons give. the lay to 
: N and er. i 
Bu if the crimes s of Rome: are authenticated, the 
caſe is not the ſame with i its virtues. An able critic 
has ſhown that nothing i is more problematic than the 
hiſtory of the three or four firſt ages of that city. 
As the confuſions of the ſtate increaſed, fo do the 
confuſions in its ſtory. The empire had maſters, 
whoſe names are only known from medals. It is 
uncertain of what princes ſeveral em preſſes were the 
wives. If the jealouſy of two antiquaries intervenes, 
the point becomes inexplicable. Oriuna, on the. 
medals of Carauſius, uſed to paſs for the moon: of 
late years it is become a doubt whether the was not: 
his conſort. It is of little importance whether Lag 
= thoſe caries. a 8% ole Lene en to certainty, 
royal names, do not ſerve even that purpoſe | In the 
cabinet of the king of France are ſeveral coins of ſo- 
vereigns, whoſe country cannot now be gueſſed at. 
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The want of records, of letters, of printing, of 
erities; Wald, tions: "FH 665 and other 1 
Seed thefts dèfecks it in Mncts nt Hiſtory. a Chtono- 
lbgy and aftronomy are "forced to tin 47 and re- 
concile, as well as they can, EE uncertainties, 


T0 fatichies? the learned—but what ſhould we think 


5 


| two thouſind years 1880 by n eſt the c con- | 
queſt of Canada ſhould be aſcribed to o James the Firſt? 


At che very moment that the Romane empire v was 
reſettled, nay, when a new metropolis was erected, 
in an age of ſcience and arts, while letters ſtill held 


up their heads i in Greece ; ; conſequently, when che 
great outlines of truth, 11 mean events, might | be « . 
pes d to be eſtabliſned; £ at that very period a new ; 
deliig re Of error burſt 1 upon the world. Chriſtian 
monks ind faints laid truth Walle; 5 and a mock ſun 
roſe at Rome, when the Roman ſun funk at Con- 
ſtantinople. Virtues and vices were rated by the 
ſtandard of 'bigotry 3 J and the militia of the church. 
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became the only hiſtorians. The beſt princes were 
repreſented as monſters 3 the worſt, at leaſt the moſt 
vſeleſs, e 12 55 ; according, as ; 1 depreſſed or 
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mon ſenſe, that they dared to ſup pole that common 


F 73t3 q 


ſenſe would never reviſit the earth : and accordi ly, 


wrote with fo hrele j judgment, and com mitted ſuch 


"= 


palpable forgeries, that if \ we cannot diſcover Well 
really happened 1 in thoſe ages, we can at leaſt he vr 


ſure what did not. : How many general perſecutic 
does the church record, of which there i is not the 


ſmalleſt trace ? What donations and charters Were, 


forged, for which thoſe hol ly perſons would af, the, 
ears, if they were 1 in this age to preſent them in ia 
moſt common court of judicature ? Yet bowl lon 
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But let us lay af hd e their imereſled Fs and gong 
ſider how far thay were qui alified i in other reſpects to 


tranſmit - 


Nay, jure men, were o deflitute | of temper and com- 


— eo ng —— 
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tranſmit faithful memorials to poſterity. If the ages 
I ſpeak of, the barbarous monkiſh ages, the ſhadow 
of learning that exifted was confined to the clergy : 
they generally wrote in Latin, or in verſe, and their 
compoſitions in both were truly barbarous. The 
difficulties of rhime, and the want of correſpondent 


terms in Latin, were no ſmall impediments to the 
ſevere march of truth. But there were worſe ob⸗ 


ſtacles to encounter. Europe was in a continual ſtate 


of warfare, Little princes and great lords were con- 
ſtantly {kirmiſhing and ſcrambling for trifling addi- 
tions of territory, or waſting each others borders: 
Geography was very imperfect ; ; no police exiſted; 

roads, ſuch as they were, were dangerous ;- and maſts 
were not eſtabliſhed.” Events were only known by 
rumour, from pilgrims, or by letters carried by cou- 
riers to the parties intereſted : the public did not 
enjoy even thoſe fallible vehicles of intelligence, news 


papers. In this ſituation did monks, at twenty, fifty, 


an hundred, nay, a thouſand miles diſtance (and " SHI 
der the circumſtances I have mentioned even twenty 
TRE miles. 


miles were conſiderable) td to write hiſtory — 
and they wrote it accordingly. 


If we take a ſurvey of our own hiſtory, and exa- 
mine it with any attention, what an unſatisfactory 
picture does it preſent to us! How dry, how ſuper- 
facial, how void of information! How little is re- 
eorded befides battles, plagues, and religious foun- 
dations! That this ſhould be the calc, before the 
| Conqueſt, is not ſurprizing. Our empire was but 
forming itſelf,. or re-colleting its divided members 
into one maſs, which, from the deſertion of the Ro- 
mans, had ſplit into petty kingdoms. The inva- 
ſions of nations as barbarous as ourſelves, interfered 
with every plan of policy. and order that might have 
been formed to ſettle the emerging ſtate; and {warms 
= foreign monks, were turned looſe upon us with 
their new faith and myſteries, to bewilder and con- 
found the plain good ſenſe of our anceſtors. It was 


too much to have WW and N to com- 


bat at once | net Shi | dire EE 
2. Our 


LX 


Our language f ſuffered as much as our government; 
and not having acquired much from our Roman 
maſters, was miſerably disfigured by the ſubſequent 
invaders. The unconquered parts of the iſland re- 
tained ſome purity and ſome preciſion. 'The Welſh 
and Erſe tongues wanted not harmony : but never 
did exiſt a more barbarous Jargon than the dialed, 
ſtill venerated by antiquaries, and called Saxon. It 
was To uncouth, ſo inflexible to all compoſition, that 
the monks, retaining the idiom, were reduced to write 
in what oy took or meant for Latin. 


The Norman tyranny ſucceeded, and oave this 


Babel of ſavage ſounds a wrench towards their own 
language. Such a mixture neceſſarily required ages 
to bring it to ſome ſtandard: and, conſequently, 


whatever compoſitions. were formed during its pro · 


greſs, were ſure of growing obſolete. However, the 
authors of thoſe days were not likely to make theſe 


obvious reflections; 3 and indeed ſeem to have aimed 


at no one Perfection. F. rom che Conqueſt to the 


3 reign 


EA 
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reign of Henry ihe fig bit it it is ; difficult to diſcover 


« .& % BB © YL 


T hey told their tale, like 10 tellers ; ; that f is, 1 — 


related without art or ornament; and they related 
whatever they heard, No councils of princes, no 
motives of conduct, no remoter if ſprings of action, did 


they inveſtigate or learn. We have even little light 
into the characters of the actors. A king, or an arch- 
biſhop of Canterbury are the only perſons with whom | 
we are made much acquainted, The barons are all 
repreſented as brave patriots ; but we have not the 
ſatisfaction of knowin g which of them were really ſo; 
nor whether they \ were not all turbulent and ambi⸗ 
tious. The probability is, that both kings and nobles, 
wiſhed to encroach on each other : and if any 185 
of liberty were druck out, in all likelihood 4 was 


contrary to the intention of either the flint or the 
22 E edo e t& e gT9Ww ei 
| ſteel. 
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Hence has it go t rought neceſſary to give a new 
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dreſs to > Engliſh hiſtory. Recourle has been had to 


= records, 


5 
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records, and they are far from corroboriting the'feſti- 
monies of our hiſtorians. Want of authentic mate- 
rials has obliged our later writers to leave the maſs 
pretty much as they found it. Perhaps all the requi- 
ſite attention that might have been beſtowed, has not 
been beſtowed. It demands great induſtry and pa- 
tience to wade into ſuch abſtruſe ſtores as records and 
charters : and they being } jejune and narrow in them- 
ſelves, very acute criticiſm is neceſſary to ſtrike light 
from their aſſiſtance. If they ſolemnly contradict 
hiſtorians in material facts, we may loſe our hiſtory; 
but it 18 impothble to adhere to our hiſtorians. Par- 
tiality man cannot intirely diveſt himſelf of; it is ſona- 
tural, that the bent of a writer to one ſide or the other 
of a queſtion is almoſt always diſcoverable. But there 
is a wide difference between favouring and lying--and 
yet I doubt whether the whole ſtream of our hiſto- 
rians, miſled by their originals, have not falſified one 
reign in our annals in the groſſeſt manner. The mo- 
derns are only guilty of taking on truſt what they 
ought to have examined more ſcrupulouſly, as the 
2 author 
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authors whom. they copied were all n one fide 
in a flagrant ſeaſon, of party, But no, excuſe can be 
made for. the original authors, no"; I. doubt, have 
violated all rules of truth. 
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The confuſions which attended the civil war be- 
tween the houſes of York and Lancaſter, threw an 
obſcurity over that part of our annals, which it is al- 
moſt impoſſible to diſpel. We have ſcarce any au- 


Fourth; and ought to read his hiſtory with much 
diſtruſt, from the. boundleſs partiality of the ſuc- 
ceeding writers to the oppoſite cauſe. That diffi- 
dence ſhould. increaſe as we pinks: to the e 
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it occurred to me ans years ago, 5 FR Ns 
of Richard the Third, as drawn by hiſtorians, was a 
character formed by prejudice and invention. I did 
not take Shakeſpeare's;tragedy fora genuine repreſen- 


tation, but I did cake the Borg: of that. reign ſor a 
20 | 0 1 


thentic. monuments of the reign of Edward the 


* 


tragedy. of FRO FTIR aw of the crimes im 
puted to Richard ſeemed improbable; and, _ 


Was ſtronger, contrary to his intereſt. A few inci- 
dental circumſtances corroborated my opinion; an 


original and important inſtrument was pointed out 
to me laſt winter, which gave riſe to the following 
ſheets; and as it was eaſy to perceive, under all the 


glare of encomiums which hiſtorians have heaped on 


the wiſdom of Henry the Seventh, that he was a mean 


and unfeeling tyrant, I ſuſpected that they had 
blackened his rival, till Henry, by the contraſt, 


ſhould appear in a kind of amiable light. The more 


examined their ſtory, the more I was confirmed in 


ny. opinion :——and with regard to Henry, one con- 


ſequence I could not help drawing; that we have 
either no authentic memorials of Richard's crimes, 
or, at moſt, no account of them but from Lancaſtrian 


hiſtorians; whereas the vices and injuſtice of Henry 
are, though palliated, avowed by the concurrent teſti- 


mony of his panegyriſts. Suſpicions and calumny 
were faſtened on Richard as ſo many aſſaſſinations. 
The 


The murders committed by Hebry wels indeed exe 
cutions and executions paſs for prudence with 


prudent” hiſtorians 3 for when a ſucceſsful king i is 
chief * hiſtorians become a x voluntary 3 jury. 


11 I do not flatter myſelf, I have unravelled a con- 

Gderible? part of that dark period. Whether fatis- 
factorily or not, my readers muſt decide. Nor is it of 
any. importance whether I have or not. The attempt 
was mere matter of curioſity and ſpeculation, If 
any man, as idle as myſelf, ſhould take the trouble 
to review and canvaſs my arguments, I am ready to 
yield ſo indifferent a point to better reaſons. | Should 
declamation alone be uſed to contradict me, 'Tfhall 


wt, i} 
"ws - 11 71 
not think I am leſs in 110 ed b | 
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HISTORIC DOUBTS 
(0-0-5 H E 
LIFE and RE1GN of King RI HARD III. 
HERE is a kind of litterary ſuperſtition, which 


My | men are apt to contract from habit, and which 
makes them look on any attempt towards ſhaking their 
belief in any eſtabliſhed characters, no matter whether 
good or bad, as a ſort of prophanation. They are deter- 
mined to adhere to their firſt impreſſions, and are equally 
offended at any innovation, whether the perſon, whoſe 
character is to be raiſed or depreſſed, were patriot or 
tyrant, faint or ſinner. No indulgence 18 granted to thoſe 
who would aſcertain the truth. The more the teſtimonies 
on either fide have been multiplied, the ſtronger is the 


convidtion ; ; though it generally happens that the original 
B Re evidence 


0 * 


tn 1 
evidence is wonderous lender, and that the number of 
wrirers have but copied one another; or, What i Wore, 


have only added to the original, without any new authority. 
Attachment fo groundleſs is not to be regarded; and in 


mere matters of curioſity, it were ridiculous to pay any 


deference to it. If time brings new materials to light, if 


facts and dates confute hiſtorians, what does it ſignify that 


we have been for two or three hundred years under an 
error? Does antiquity conſecrate darkneſs ? Does a lie 


become venerable from its age! 


Hiftoric juſtice is due to all characters. Who would not 


vindicate Henry the Eighth or Charles the Second, if found 


to be falſely traduced? Why then not Richard the Third? 
Of what importance is it to any man living whether or 
not he was as bad as he is repreſented ? | No one noble 
family is ſprung from him. 


Rewer, not to dikkurb too 8 the Erudition of thoſe 
who have read the diſmal ſtory of his cruelties, and ſettled 
their ideas of his tyranny and uſurpation, I declare J am 


not going to write a vindication of him. All I mean to 


ſhow, is, that though he may have been as execrable as we 


are told he was, we have little or no reaſon to believe ſv. 
If the propenſity of habit ſhould: ſtill incline a ſingle man 


to ſuppoſe that all he Has'r read of Richard-is true, I beg n 


more, 


1 


more, than that that perſon would rn 
chat he has little or no ned enn Seri o 


7 
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1 will ſtate the liſt of 1 the crimes charged on Ric xo 17 
will ſpecify. the authorities on which he was accuſed ; 1 1 
will give a faithful account of the "hiſtorians by whom he 

was accuſed ; and will then Examine the circumſtances of 
each crime and each evidence ; and laſtly, ſho that ſome 
of the crimes were contrary to Richard's intereſt, and almoſt 
all inconſiſtent with probability or with dates, and ſome of 


them involved in material contradictions. | 


2 


Suppoſed dah of Richard the Third, . 


lt. His murder up Edward prince of Wale f ſon i 
Henry the Sixth. > STEVE: - 
2d. His murder of Henry ns dar; bi 25 e 
3d. The murder of his brother George' duke of Claren 1 | 


4th. The execution of Rivers, Gray, and 1 Vaughan. 
2:0 8ths The execution of Lord Haſtiug 9% on % 


fy 


th. The murder of Edward the Fifth and hi brother,” 
— 7th. The murder of his own 5 0 289hi mods 
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; 170 whichn may! Ve dia as they are an. into the li lit: 
to blacken him, his intended match with his ;own. niece 


Elizabeth, the Songs off af Jad hers and his on Perſonal 
farmers": 34 1 891 384 371 1 if 3 603 N 0 In {; 
"fig: * J. of 
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I. Of (them murder of Edwar |" prince or Wiles oft * 
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Edward the Fourth had indubitably the TP right to 


the crown; which he. purſued with fingular bravery and 


addreſs, and with all the arts of a politician and the cru- 


elty of a conqueror. Indeed on neither fide do there ſeem 


to have been any ſcruples: Yorkiſts and Lancaſtrians, Ed- 
ward and Margaret of Anjou, entered into any engage- 
ments, took any oaths, . violated them, and _ indulged 
their revenge, as often as they were depreſſed or victorious. 


After the battle of Tewkſbury, in which Margaret and her 


fon were made priſoners, young Edward was brought to 
the preſence of Edward the Fourth; but after the king,” 


fays Fabian, the oldeſt | hiſtorian of thoſe times, << | had 
« queſtioned with the ſaid Sir Edwarde, and he had an- 


| . 14, ſwered unto hym contrary his pleaſure, he then ſtrake 


& him with his gauntlet upon the face ; after which ſtroke, 


« ſo by him received, he was by the kynges ſervants incon- 


**« tinently ſlaine. The chronicle of Croyland of tlie fame 
date fays, the prince was | lain «© ultricibus quorundam 


A ——— but names nobody. 


Hall ho cloſes his work with the reign of Henry the 


: Eighth, ſays, t that 50 the prince beyinge bold of ſtomache 


and of a good courage, anſwered the king's queſtion (of 
* how he durſt ſo preſumptuouſly enter into his realme with 
c banner 


ww 


F U 5 J 


* 

"6 banner diſplayed). ſaiynge, t. to recover wy father's king- 
« dome and enheritage, &c. ; at t which wordes kyng Edward 
ſaid nothing, but with his hand thruſt him from him, 
« or; bs fome fay, ſtroke him with his gauntlet, whome in- 
« continent, they that ſtode about; which were George 
& duke of Clarence,' Richard' duke of Glouceſter, Thomas 
« marques Dorſet (ſon of queen Elizabeth Widville) and 
« William lord Haſtynges, ſodainly murthered and 
46 pitiouſly manquelled. Thus much had the ſtory me 
from the t time of Fabiatrt to Ton of Talker: 250% 2309/0 
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"Framed repeats ics very worde, eonequenty is 2 
a tranſcriber and no new walten: R212 ban d | nd 
- eee e a e 40 220g li 
John Stowe reverts to Fabian's account, as abe only one 
not grounded on hear- ſay, and affirms no more, than that 
the king cruelly ſmote the young prince on ny: face: with 
his gauntlet, and after his ſervants flew bim. 7 eee 5 
VTEC 
Of müder mierlanle apm Fry Cu this conks two: 
* who ſeem not to have ſwallowed implicitly all the vulgar 
tales propagated by the Laneuſtrians to blacken the houſe of 
Fork, warn us to read with allowance the exaggerated re- 
lations of thoſe times. The latter luſpedts, that at the diſ- 
.  folution of the monaſteries all evidences were ſupprefſed'that 
| tended. to weaken the right of the Prince on che throne ; 
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but as Henry the Eighth conceptred in himſelf Bech, the 
claim of Edward the Fourth and that ridiculous one of 


TONS » ved 


Henry | the Seventh, he ſeems to have had leſs occafion t to 


be anxious leſt the truth ſhould come out ; 3 and indeed his 
father had involved that truth in ſo much darkneſs, that it, 
was little likely to force its way. Nor was it neceſſary then 
to load the memory of Richard the Third, who had left, | 
no offspring. Henry the Eighth had no competitor to fear, 
but the deſcendants of Clarence, of whom he ſeems to have 
had ſufficient apprehenſion, as appeared by his murder of 
the old counteſs of Saliſbury, daughter of Clarence, and 
his endeavours to root -out her poſterity. This jealouſy ac 
counts for Hall charging the duke of Clarence, as well as 

the duke of Glouceſter, with the murder of prince Rand. 
But in accuſations of ſo deep a dye, it is not fufficient 
ground for our belief, that an hiſtorian reports them with 
ſuch a frivolous palliative as that phraſe, as ſome Jay. A 
cotemporary names the king's /ervants as Per petrators af. 
the murder: Is not that more probable, than that the king's 
own brothers ſhould have dipped their hands in fo foul an 


aſſaſſination? Richard, in particular, is allowed on all 
hands to have been a brave and martial prince: he had 


great ſhare in the victory at Tewkibury.: Some years aſter- 
wards, he commanded -his-brather's troops in Scotland, and 
made himſelf maſter. of Edinburgh. At the battle of 
Boſworth, where he fell, his courage was heroic: he 

5 ſought 
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fought "ena, and endeavoured 0 Gebt S their quarrel 
7111 £6133 fla its 


combat, fl laying Sir William Brandon, his 


1801 


rival's ſtandard- bearer, with bis own hand, and felling t to the 
ground Sir John Cheney, who endeavoured to oppole bis 
fury. Such men may be carried. by ambition to com- 
mand the execution of thoſe WhO ſtand in their way 3 5 
but are not likely to lend their hand, in cold blood, to a 
baſe, and, to themſelves, uleleſs aſfaffination. How did it 
import Richard in What manner the young prince was put 
to death ? If he had ſo early planned tlie ambitious de- 
ſigns aſcribed to him, he might have truſted to his brother 
Edward, fo much more immediately concerned, that che 
young prince would not be ſpared. Tf thoſe views did: not, 
as is probable, rake root in his heart till long afterwards, 
what intereſt had Richard to murder an. unhappy young 
prince This crime therefore was ſo unneceſſary, and is 
ſo far from being eſtabliſhed 'by | any authority, that he de- 
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II. The W Wonty the "Sixth, 


COLE iis 

This * no better ſupported than the preceding, is 
ſtill more improbable. Of the death of this prinee; 
«Henry the Sixth, ſays Fabian, divers tales wer told. 
« But the moſt common fame went, that he was ſticken 
with a dagger by the handes of the duke of 'Gloceter.” “ 
e . 


[| 8 J. 
The author of the + Continuation: of the Chronicle of 
Croyland ſays only, that the body of king Henry was found 
lifeleſs (exanime) i in the Tower. Parcat Deus“, adds he, 
& ſpatium pœnitentiæ Ei donet, Quicunque ſacrilegas manus 
cc in Chriſtum Domini auſus eſt immittere. Unde et 
4 | agens tyranni, patienſque glorioſi martyris titulum merea- 
cc tur.” The prayer for the murderer, that he may live 
to repent, proves that the paſſage was written immediately 
after the murder was committed. That the aſſaſſin de- 
ſerved the appellation of tyrant, evinces that the hiſtorian's 
ſuſpicions went high; but as he calls him Quicungue, 
and as we are uncertain whether he wrote before the death 
of Edward the Fourth or between his death and that of 
Richard the Third, we cannot aſcertain Which of the 
brothers he meant. In ſtrict conſtruction he ſhould mean 
Edward, becauſe as hes is ſpeaking of Henry's death, Rich- 
ard, then only duke of Glouceſter, could not properly be 
called a tyrant. But as monks were not good grammatical 
critics, I ſhall lay no ſtreſs on this objection. I do think he 
alluded to Richard; having treated him ſeverely in the ſub- 
ſequent part of his hiſtory, and having a true monkiſh par- 
tiality to Edward, whoſe cruelty” and vices he lightly no- 
ticed, in favour to that monarch's , ſeverity to heretics and ? 


ecclefhhaſtic expiations. ce 18 princeps, licet diebus ſais 
K cupiditatibus & luxui nimis intemperanter indulfifle 
F credatur, 


(i 9f J} 
© credatur, in "fide tamen catholicus ſummè, hereticorum 
« ſeveriſſimus hoſtis, ſapientium & doctorum hominum 
elericorumque promotor amantiſſimus, facramentorum 
© eccleſiæ devotiſſimus venerator, peccatorumque ſuorum 
« omnium pænitentiſſimus fuit.“ That monſter Philip 
the Second poſſeſſed juſt the ſame vittues. Still, I ſay, let 
the monk ſuſpe& whom he would, if Henry was found dead, 
the monk was not likely to know who murdeted * | 
and if he did, he has not told us. „ EP | 


Hall fays,, « Poore kyng foes: the Sixte, a little. before 
cc deprived. of hys realme and imperial croune, was now. 
« in the Tower of London ſpoyled of his life and all 
« wordly felicite by Richard duke of Glouceſter (as the 
« conſtant fame ranne) which, to thintent that king Ed- 


— 


c 


ward his brother ſhould be dlere-out of al ret ſuſpicyon 
of ſudden invaſion, murthered the ſaid king with a dag- - 
* ger.“ Whatever Richard was, it ſeems he was a moſt 


* 


c 


excellent and kind-hearted brother, and ſerupled not on any 
occaſion to be the Jack Ketch of the times, We ſhall ſee - 
him ſoon (if the evidence were to be believed) petform the 


ſame friendly office for Edward on their brother Clarence. 


And we muſt admire that he, whoſe dagger was fo fleſhed 
in murder for the ſervice. of; another, ſhould be ſo put to it 
to find the means of making away with his nephews, whoſe 
deaths were conſiderably more effential to him. But can 


| a: this 


2 3 


this oceulſation be allowed gravely ? If Richard aſpired to 
the crown, whoſe, whole conduct during Edward's reign. 
was a, ſcene, as we are told, of plaufibility and decorum, 
would he officiouſly, and unneceſſarily have taken on bimſelf 
the odium of ſlaying a ſaint-like monarch, adored by the 
people f ? Was it his intereſt to ſave Edward's character at 
the expence of his own? Did Henry ſtand in hir way, de- 
poſed, impriſoned, and now cbilalgſs? The blind and in- 
diſcriminate zeal with which every crime committed in that 
bloody age was placed to Richard's account, makes it greatly 
probable, that intereſt of party had more hand than truth 
in drawing his picture. Other cruelties, which I ſhall 
mention, and to which we know his motives, he certainly 
commanded ; nor am I deſirous to purge. him where I find 
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him guilty : but mob-ſtories or Lancaſtrian forgeries ought. 

to be rejected from ſober hiſtory,z nor can they be repeated. 
without expoſing the writer to the imputation of weakneſs” 

and ne credulity, . 


RS | 4 a 


ds III. The WAS" his brother CRATE. | 


1s Fs examination of 1 ds. I ſhall ſet: aſide our 
hiſtorians (whoſe-goſipping narratives, as we have ſeen, = \ 

ſerve little regard) beoauſe.,we have better authority to di- 
rect our inquiries: and this is, the attainder of the duke of 
Clarence, 


b K 3 
Clarence, as it is ſet forth in che Pd itary Ffitory 
(copied indeed from Habingtoti's Life of Edward the Fourth) 
and by the editors of that biſtory jullly ſuppoled * to be taken 
from Stowe, who had ſeen” the original bill of attainder. 
The crimes and confpiracy of Clarence are there particularly 7 
enumerated,” and even his aw; þ with conjurers and ne- 
cromancets, a charge however abſurd, yet often made uſe 
of in that age. Eleanor Cobham, wife of Humphrey, 
duke of Glouceſter, had been condemned on a patanel 
EA accuſit##0n; In France it was a common charge; and 1 
; | 125 think; ſo late as in the reign of Henry the Eighth, Ed 3 
8 ward duke of Buckingham was faid to have conſulted aſtto- . — 
logers and ſuch like cattle, on the ſucceſſion of the 5 l 
Whether Clarence was guilty we cannot eaſily tell; for in 5 
thoſe times neither the public nor the priſoner were oRen 
favoured; with knowing the evidence on which ſentence was 
paſſed. Nor was much information of that fort given to or 
aſked by parliament itſelf, previous to bills of attainder. 
The duke of Clarence appears to have been at once a weak, 
volatile, injudicious, and ambitious man. . He had aban- 
doned his brother Edward, had eſpouſed the daughter of 
Warwick, the great enemy of their houſe, and had even 
been declared ſucceſſor to Henry the Sixth and his ſon prince 
Edward. Conduct ſo abſurd muſt have left laſting im- 
r on 1 Edward's mind not to be effaced by Clarences 
C 2 | ſubſequent 
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ſubſequent tie reachery to Henty and Wartvick. The Chro- 
nicle of Ctoyland mentions the ill-humbur and difcontents 
of Clarence; and all our authors agree; that he kept no 
terms with the queen and her relations x. Habington adds, 
that theſe diſcontents were ſecretly fomented by the duke of 
Glouceſter. Perhaps they were: Glouceſter certainly kept 
fair with the queen, and profited largely by the forfeiture 
of his brother. But where e are . fomented 


in 
That chronicle, which now-and-then, though ſeldom, is a 
tial, gives a curious account of the marriage of Richard duke of Glouceſter 

and Anne Nevil, which I have found in no other author; and which ſeems to 
tax the envy and rapaciouſneſs of Clarence as the cauſes of the diſſention be- 
| tween the brothers. This account, and from a cotemporary, is the more 
remarkable, as the Lady Anne is poſitively ſaid to have been only betrothed to 
© Edward prince of Wales, ſon of Henry the Sixth, and not his widow, as 
' ſhe is careleſsly called by all our hiſtorians, and reprefented in Shakeſpeare's 
maſterly ſcene. © Poſtquam filius regis Henrici, cui Domina Anna, minor 
e filia comitis Warwici, deſponſata fuit, in prefato bello de Tewkyſbury oc- 
„e cubuft, Richard duke of Glouceſter defired her for his wife. Clarence, 
mY who had married the elder ſiſter, Was unwilling to ſhare ſo rich an inheritance 

with his brother, and concealed the young lady. Glouceſter, was too alert 

for him, and diſcovered the Lady Anhe in the dreſs of a cookmaid in London, 
and removed her to the ſanctuary of St. Martin. The brothers pleaded each 
his caufe in perſoh before their elder brother in council; and every man, 
ſays the author, admired the ſtrength of their reſpective arguments. The. 
fing compoſed their differences, beſtowed the maiden on Glouceſter, and 
parted the eſtate between him and Clatenceʒ the counteſs of Warwick, mo- 

ther of the heireſles, and who had brought that vaſt wealth to the houſe of. 
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in:a'0ourt7 they ſeldom come, 0. che knowledge, of an hiſto- 


rian ; and though he may have gueſſed right from collateral 


eircumſtances, theſe inſinuations are mers g7otis die; and 
cah only be treated as ſurmiſes t. Fall, eee and 
Stowe ſay not a word of Richard being the perſon, who put 
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the ſentence in execution; but, on the.contrary, they all 
ſay he openly reſiſted the murder of Clarence: : all too re- 
cord another circumſtancę, which is perfectly ridiculous 8, 
that Clarence was drowned in a barrel or butt of malmſey. 


Whoever can believe that a butt of wine was the engine of 


| +} 111812 r Ble . 2 . cs ©4 | | — 832 I? is. 
his death, may believe that n wn ox ren n and 
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fity, as appears from Dugdale. In ſuch times, under ſuch deſpotie diſpenſations, 


the greateſt crimes were only conſequences of the ceconomy of | goyernment. 
Note; that Sir Richard-Baker. is ſo abſurd as to make Richard eſpouſe the 
Lady Anne after his unt Ake he had a ſon by her ten years old at 
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mons demanded the execution of Clarence. Is it credible that, on a proceed- 
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ing ſo public and ſo ſolemn. for that age, the brother of the; offended, mo- 
narch and of the royal criminal ſhould have been deputed, or. would; have 
. ſtooped to ſo vile an office? On ſuch occaſions do arbitrary princes want 


tools? Was Ed ward's court: ſo virtuous or ſo. humane, that it could Furniſh 


1 but the firſt prince of the blood? When the houſe of commons 
ae” undertook to colour the king's: reſentment, __n 118 mender of ji it too * 


buloùs to lena his hand to the deed I bre ld few 91645 of eine 
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kept him down till he was ſuffocated. Nut ther ſtrongſevi- 
dence on which Richard muſt be abquitted, and indeed even 
of / having oontributed to! his death, was the teſtimony of 
Edward himſelf. Being ſome time afterward ſollicited to 
. a notorious criminal, the king's. conſcience broke | 
forth; Unhappy brother Pr cried” he, for whom no 
* man and interceed—yet ye all can be interoeſſors for: a 
„ villain!” If Richard had been inſtigator or executioner, 
it is not likely that the king would have aſſumed the whole 
- mercileſs criminality to himſelf, without beſtowing a due 
ſhare on his brother Glouceſter. Is it poſſible to renew G 
charge, and not recollect this * onna DAR IINSU 
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The three preceding accuſations are evidently uncertain 
and improbable. What follows is more'obſcure ; and it is 
on the enſuing tranſactions that I venture to pronounce, 
that we have little or no authority on which to form poſitive 
concluſions. I ſpeak more particularly of the deaths of 
Edward the Fifth and his brother. It will, I think, appear 
very problematic whether they were murdered or not: and 
even if they were murdered, it is impoſſible to believe 
the account as fabricated and divulged by Henry the 8e- 
venth, on whoſe teſtimony 'the murder muſt reſt at laſt; 

for they, who ſpeak moſt poſitively, rvert to the ſtory ' 
which he was pleaſed to publiſh eleven years after their ſup- 
5 poſed 
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poſed: deaths; and! which: is f abſurd, ſo incoherent; and 
f reugnant to dhtes and other facts, that as it ĩs no longer 


noceſſaryi tot pay ceurt to his majeſty, it is no longer neceſ- 
ſaryſ not i to treat his aſſertions as an impudent fiction. I 
| come directiy to this point, becauſe the intervening articles 
of the executions of Rivers, Gray, Vaughan, and Haſtings 
will OP: find their lacey in N 
inf nod url ber 

3 . it will be important tos examine cs biflorians 
on whoſe. relation the ſtory firſt depends. Previous to this 
I muſt aſcertain ne r two dates, for they are ſtubborn evi- 
dence and cannot be rejected: they exiſt every where, and 
cannot be e even lem a Court Calendar. 5 


1 


ay: the . h Gied April n 55 z. tt 15 
Edward, his eldeſt ſon, was then A years: . age 
Recherd, dale of 1 his ſecond * Was about nine. 


F 
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| We e but two, tſp „ mes the author of 
the Chronicle of Croyland, and John Fabian. The firſt, 
who wrote in his convent, and only mentioned incidentally 
affairs of ſtate, is very harren and conciſe: he appears in- 
deed not to A ave been ill in formed, and ſo metimes even ain 
a ſituation of perſonally, knowing the tranſactions of the 
times; for in one place we are told in a marginal note, 
b Mog | oy that 
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that the doctor of the canon law, and ane of. the king's. 
councellors, who, was ſent to Calais, was the author of the 
Continuation. Whenever therefore his aſſer tions are poſi- 
tive, and not merely flying reports, he ought to be admitted 


as fair evidence, fince we have no better. And yet a monk 
who buſies himſelf in recording the inſignificant events of 
his own order or monaſtery, and who was at moſt occa- 
ſionally made uſe of, was not likely to know the molt i im- 


portant and moſt myſterious ſecreis of ſtate; I mean, as he 


was not employed in thoſe iniquitous tranſaQtions—if he had 


been, we ſhould learn or might expect ſtill leſs truth from 
him. 


John F abian Was a merchant, and "4-1 been gieriff Ir | 


London, and died in 1 512: he conſequently. lived on the 
ſpot at that very intereſting period. Yet no ſheriff was ever 


leſs qualified to write a hiſtory of England. His narrative is 
dry, uncircumſtantial, and unimportant : he mentions the 
deaths of princes and revolutions of government, with the 
ſame. phlegm and brevity as he would ſpeak of the appoint- | 
ment of churchwardens. + fay not this from any partiality, | 
or to decry the ſimple man as croſſing my opinion; for F a- 
bian' 8 teſtimony is far from bearing hard againſt Richard, 
even though he wrote under Henry the Seventh, who would | 
have ſuffered no apology for his rival, and whoſe reign was 


employed 
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einployed not only in extirpating the houſe of York, but in 
forging the moſt atrocious calumnies to blacken their me- 
mories, and idballdate their Lock. clai im. n 
Db 33 03 nn ant Br amyh vine wn bis 
But the great! ſource from whence 6 1a ter hiſtorlans ave 
* their materials for the reign of Richard the Third, is Sir 
Thomas More. | Grafton, the next in order, has copied him 
verbatim : ſo does Hollingſhed—and we are told by the 
former in a marginal note, that Sir Thomas was under- | 
ſheriff of London when he compoſed his work. It is in 
truth a compoſition, and a very beautiful one. He' was then 
in the vigour of his fancy, and freſh from the ſtudy of the 
Greek and Roman hiſtorians, whoſe manner he has imitated 
in divers i imaginary orations, They ſerve to lengthen an un- 
known hiſtory | of little more than two months into a pretty 
fizeable volume ; ; but are no more to be received as ge- 
nuine, than the facts they are adduced to countenance. An 
under- ſheriff of London, aged but twenty-eight, and re- 
cently marked with the diſpleaſure of the crown, was not 
likely to be furniſhed with materials from any hi, zh auths-" 
rity, and could not receive them From the beſt authority, T 
mean the adverſe party, who were proſcribed, and all their 
chiefs baniſhed or 7 to death. Let us ha wk recur to dates . 
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Sir Thomas Vlore was born in 1480: he was appointed under- 
ſheriff in 1508, and three years before had offended Henry 
the Seventh in the tender point of oppoſing a ſubſidy. 
Buck, the apologiſt of Richard the Third, aſcribes the au- 
thorities of Sir Thomas to the information of archbiſhiop 
Morton; and it is true that he had been brought up under 
that prelate; but Morton died in 1500, when Sir Thomas 
was but twenty years old, and when he had ſcarce thought 
of writing hiſtory. What materials he had gathered from 
his maſter were probably nothing more than a general nar- 
rative of the preceding times in diſeourſe at dinner or in a 
winter's evening, if ſo raw a youth can be ſuppoſed to have been 
admitted to familiarity with a prelate of that rank and prime 


miniſter, But granting that ſuch pregnant parts as More's 
had leaped the barrier of dignity, and inſinuated himſelf into 


the archbiſhop's favour; could he have drawn from a more 


cotrupted ſource? Morton had not only violated his alle- 


giance to Richard; but had been the chief engine to de- 
throne him, and to plant a baſtard ſcyon in the throne.” Of 
all men li. ing there could not be more ſuſpicious teſtimony 
than the prelate's, except the king's : and had the arch- 
biſhop ſelected More for the hiſtorian of thoſe dark ſcenes, 
who had ſo much intereſt to blacken Richard, as the man 
who had riſen to be prime miniſter to his rival? Take it 
therefore either way; that the archbiſhop” did or- did not 

pitch 
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pitch on a young mar of twenty to write that 1 his 
: Nr b Was as c EN could-bd: | bas og! 

bilde | JO 10 4m; 1 off fi O1as 

Y OY he: aud, on the Aber Mane Tick Sir beten 
who had ſmarted for his boldneſs (for his father, a judge 
of the king's bench, had been impriſoned and fined for his 
ſon's offence) had had little inducement to flatter the Lan- 
caſtrian cauſe. It is very true ; nor am I inclined to im- 
pute adulation to one of the honeſteſt ſtateſmen and brighteſt 
names in our annals. He who ſcorned to fave his life by 
bending to the will of the ſon, was not likely to canvaſs the 
favour of the father, by proſtituting his pen to the humour 
of the court. I take the truth to be, that Sir Thomas 
wrote his reign of Edward the Fifth as he wrote his Utopia; 
to amuſe this leiſure and exerciſe his fancy. He took up a 
paltry canvas and embroidered it with a flowing deſign as his 
imagination fuggeſted the colours. I ſhould deal more ſe- 
verely with his refpectet memory on any other hypotheſis. 
He has been guilty of ſuch palpable and material falſhoods; 
as, while they deſtroy his credit as an hiſtorian, Would re- 
proach bis veracity as a man, if we could impute them to 
premetlitated perverſion of truth, and not to youthful le- 
vity and inaccuracy. Standing as they do, the ſole ground- 
work-of that reign's hiſtory, I am authorized to mne 
the work, invention ani com... ie tent 
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 Palidore Vell, , a' fore ighbr,” and author of a light Latin 

hi ory, Was, TER ALY the reigns of Henry the Seventh 

and Eighth. 1 may quote him now-and-then, and the 
Chronicle of Croyland 3 ; but neither furniſh us s with much ; 
light. e 


* . / , 
4 if 


There was another foreign writer in that age of far greater 
authority, whoſe negligent ſimplicity and veracity are un- 


queſtionable ; who had great opportunities of knowing-our 
ſtory, and whoſe teſtimony 1 is corroborated by our records: I 
mean Philip de Comines. He and Buck agree with one an- 
other, and with the rolls of parliament ; ; Sir Thomas More 
with none of them. | | EC MONTIUS IG07 


Buck, fo long exploded as a lover of paradoxes, and as 
an advocate for a monſter, gains new credit the deeper this 
dark ſcene is fathomed. Undoubtedly Buck has gone too 

far 3 nor are his ſtyle, or method to be admired. With every 
intention of vindicating Richar ard, he does but authenticate 
if) " crimes, , by ſearching. i in other ſtory for parallel inſtances | 
of what he calls policy. No doubt politicians will acquit 
Richard, if confeſſion of his crimes be Pleaded i in defence of 
them. Policy will juſtify his taking « off opponents. Policy 
Wc maintain-him-in removing; thoſe who would haye barred 
bis obtaining the crown, whether he thought | he, had a 
right 
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right to it, or was determined to obtain it. 1 0 17 
dially in the latter caſe, cannot take nis part. I * 1 eak 
more to, this immediately. Rapin conceived doubts”; ; fue 
inſtead © of purſuing them, wandered alter juggtnents and 
they will lead a man where-ever he has à mind to be led. 
Carte, with more manly ſhrewdneſs, has ſifted may parts of 
Richard's ſtory, and gueſſed happily. My part has leſs 
penetration; but the parliamentary hiſtory,. the compari- 
ſon of dates, and the. authentic monument lately come to 
; light, and from. which. 1 ſhall give extracts, have convinced 
me, that, if Buck is too favourable, all our other hiſtorians 
., are blind guides, and have not made out a twenticth part of 
their aſſertions. 


- 5 / J 7 , 


The ſtory of Edward the Fifth is thus wh by Sit 
1 More, and copied from him by all dur hiſtori- 
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vi 5 "When the king his 405 aries 5 the prinice Kept his eburt 


os 


. Ludlow, under the twltion's bis maternal uncle Antliony 


. carl 1 9 Ae dne 5 Glouceſter Was in the Aan 
1 returning om ficcesfüf exp ectian garti{t "the Seots. 


be wig 1 Rantly © 6 15 baker to bring up the 
3 ay young king to London, With alttain of two thõuſand hbrſe: 
1 fact allowed by Biſtofians, and which, whether a prudent 


Caution or not, Was the firſt overtcact of the new reigu and 
en Ukely 
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likel ly to ſtrike, 


121e 


che antient ; nobility with a jealouſy, that the queen intended. 


to exclude them from. the adminiſtration, and to govern in 
concert with her own family. It is not improper to obſerye, | 


that no precedent. authorized her to aſſume ſuch power. 
Foan, princeſs dowager of Wales, and widow of the Black 


Prince, had no ſhare in the government during the minority. 
of her ſon Richard the Second. Catherine of Valois, 
widow of Henry the F ifth, was alike excluded from the 


regency, though her ſon was but a year old. And if Ila 


bella governed on the depoſition of Edward the Second, it 
was by an uſurped power, by the ſame power that had 
contributed to dethrone her huſband ; 3 A power ſanctified by 
no title, and confirmed by no act of parliament * 8. The 


firſt ſtep to a female regency + enacted, though it never 


took place, was many years afterwards, in the reign of 


Heft) the Eighth. 


Edward, on his death- bed, had patched up a reconcilia- 


tion between his wife's lade and the great lords of the 


* Twelve 8 were W by parliament, and the earl of Lan- 
caſter was entruſted with the care of the king's perſon. The latter, being 
excluded from exerciſing his charge by the queen and Mortimer, gave that as 


a reaſon for not obeying a ſummons to parliament. Vide Parliam. Hiſt. vol. i. 


p- 208. 215. 


+ Vide the act of ſucceſſion in Parl. Hiſt. vol. iii. p. 127. 
2 5 court; 


ag it did ſtrike, the duke of Glouceſter and 


Ls \ £m 


TS 
cott; parti Mott) Petwecn 4 5 Dorſet, th he queen's 8 
ſon,” and the MO beat Haſtings IS. Vet wh hether the 
diſguſted lords had only ſeemed'to val, to ſatisfy the dyin g 
king, or whether the ſteps taken by the queen gave them 
new cauſe of. umbrage, it appears that the duke of Buck- 
ingham was the firſt to communicate his ſuſpicions to 
Glouceſter, and to dedicate himſelf 1 to his ſervice. Lord 
Haſtings was ſcarce leſs forward to join in like meaſures: 3 
and all three, it is pretended, were ſo alert, that they Co 
trived to Have it inſi nuated to the queen, that it would 
much offence if the young king ſhould be 8 to 
London with fo great a force as ſhe had ordered ; on Which 


ſuggeſtions ſhe \rbre to Lord Rivers to countermand her a 
fuß er ee a 


1 po. a — 4 
w 3 2 7. * . 5 4 


It is ble! not to ſalve, that our hiſtorians haye in imar 
gined more plotting in this tranſaction than could eaſily be 
| compaſſed 1 in ſo ſhort a period, and in an age when no com- 


munication could be carried on but by ſpecial meſilengess, in 
bad roads, and with no Be of FE -horſes. 
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Eder ths Tem died Ape gb, ha i his pro ay his 
entrance. into London * * May 4th, - 25 1 is not probable, that - 
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the queen communicated her directions for bringing up 
her ſon with an armed force to the lords of the council, 
and her newly reconciled enemies. But ſhe might be be- 
trayed. Still it required ſome time for Buckingham to ſend 
his ſervant Percival (though Sir Thomas More vaunts his 
expedition) to Vork, where the duke of Glouceſter then 
lay +; for Pereival's return (it muſt be obſerved too that 
the duke of Buckingham was in Wales, conſequently did 
not learn the queen's orders on the ſpot, but either received 
the account from London, or learnt it from Ludlow); for 
the two dukes to ſend inſtructions to their confederates in 
London; for the impreſſion to be made on the queen, and 
for her diſpatching her counter-orders; for Percival to poſt 
back and meet Glouceſter at Nottingham, and for return- 
ing thence and bringing his maſter Buckingham to meet 
Richard at Northampton, at the very time of the king's 
arrival there. All this might happen, undoubtedly; and yet 
who will believe, that ſuch myſterious and rapid negocia- 


+ It ſhould be remarked too, that the duke of Glouceſter is poſitively. ſaid 
to be celebrating his brother's obſequies there. It not only ſtrikes off part of 
the term by allowing the neceſſary time for the news of king Edward's death 
to reach Vork, and for the preparations to be made there to ſolemnize a fu- 
neral for him; but this very circumſtance takes off from the probability of 
Richard having as yet laid any plan for diſpoſſeſſing his nephew. Would be 
have loitered at York at ſuch a crifis, if he had intended to ſtep into the 
throne ? 

2 tions 


tions came to the knowledge of Sir Thomas More, twenty- 
five years afterwards, When, as it will: appear, he knew. no- 
thing of r materialand a mn happened at the 
2 — TY t 


|; But whether the: circumſtances are true, or whether, art- 
fully imagined, it is. certain that the king, with a, ſmall 
force, arrived at Northampton, and .thence proceeded to 
Stony Stratford. Earl Rivers remained at Northampton, 
where he. was cgjoled by: the two dukes till the time of reſt, 
when the. gates of the inn were ſuddenly locked, and the, earl 
made priſoner. Early in the morning the two dukes haſtened 
to Stony Stratford, Where, in tbe :king's preſencę, they 
picked a quarrel with bis other half brother,, the lord Ri- 
chard Grey, accuſing him, the marquis Dorſet, and their 
unele- Rivers, of ambitious and hoſtile-deſigns, to rhiceh 
ends. the marquis had entered the Power, taken nn wu 
thence, and ſent a foree to ſea. 


* $ 


Tele things,” ſays Sir Thomas, . the dukes knew were 
dane for, good and necgfary; purpuſes, and. appointment of 


v9 be council 3 but:  fomewwbat:. bey mut Jay.” As Sit Themas 1 


has not been pleaſed to ſpecify. thoſe purpoſes, andas in thoſe. 
times. at leaſt, privy, councellers. avere exccedivgly. complai- 


ant to the ruling powers, he muſt-allow us to doubt whe- 4 


cher the purpoſes of the queen's relations were quite ſo in- 
E nocent 


208 


nocent as he would make us believe and whether the 
princes of the blood and the antient nobility had not ſome 
reaſon to be jealous that the queen was uſurping more 
power than the laws had given her. The cataſtrophe of her 
whole family ſo truly deſerves commiſeration, that we are apt 
to ſhut our eyes to all her weakneſs and ill-judged policy ; 
and yet at every ſtep we find how much ſhe contributed to 
draw ruin on their heads and her own, by the confeſſion even 
of her apologiſts. The duke of Glouceſter was the firſt prince 
of the blood, the conſtitution pointed him out as regent ; 
no will, no diſpoſition of the late king' was even alledged to 
bar his pretenſions; he had ſerved the ſtate with bravery, 
ſucceſs, and fidelity; and the queen herſelf, who had been 
inſulted by Clarence, had had no cauſe to complain of 
Glouceſter. Vet all her conduct intimated deſigns of go- 
vernin g by force in the name of her fon *. It theſe facts 
1 Grafton fays, C and in effect every one as he was neereſt of kinne unto 
< the queene, ſo was he planted nere about the prince,” p. 761; and again, 
p. 762, © the duke of Glouceſter underſtanding that the lordes, which were 
& about. the king, entended to bring him up to his coronation, accompanied 
with ſuch power of their friendes, that it ſhould be hard for him, to bring 


cc his purpoſe to paſſe, without gatherying and aſſemble of people, and in ma- 
ce ner of open war,” & c. In the fame place it appears, that the argument 


uſed to diſſuade the queen from employing force, was, that it would be a 


breach of the accommodation made by the late king between her relations 


and the great lords; and ſo undoubtedly it was; and though they are accuſed 
of violating the peace, it is plain that the queen's inſincerity had been. at leaft 


equal to theirs, and that the infringement of the reconciliation. commenced 
on her ſide. | 
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are eee ſtated, and ee on Wes eee 


3 have Po in his e in a n wi 
barbarous age and rather inſtigated by others, than from 
any before-conceived ambition and ſyſtem. If the journeys 
of Percival are true, Buckingham was the devil that tempted 
Richard; and if Richard ſtill wanted inftigation, then it 
muſt follow, that he had not murdered Henry the Sixth, 
his ſon, and Clarence, to pave his own way to the crown. 


If this fine ſtory of Buckingham and Percival is not true, 


what becomes of Sir Thomas More's credit, on which the 


whole fabric leans? 


Lord Richard, Sir Thomas Vaughan, and Sir Richard 


Hawte, were arreſted, and with lord Rivers ſent priſoners 


to Pomfret, while the dukes conducted the king * eaſy 
ſtages to London. 


The queen, hearing what had happened, took ſanctuary / 


at Weſtminſter, with her other ſon the duke of York, and the 
princeſſes her daughters. Rotheram, archbiſhop of York 
and Lord Chancellor, repaired. to her with the great ſeal, 
and endeavoured to comfort her diſmay” with a friendly 


; meſſage he had received from Haſtings, who was with the 
EF 2: | confederate 


» 
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confederate lords on the road. A woe worth him!“ 
quoth the queen, „“ for it i he that goeth about to deſtroy 
« me and my blood!“ Not a word is ſaid of her ſuſpecting 
the duke of Glouceſter. The archbiſhop ſeems to have 
been the firſt who entertained any ſuſpicion; and yet, 
if all that our hiſtorian ſays of him is true, Rotheram was 
far from being a ſhrewd man: witneſs the indiſcreet anſwer 
which he is ſaid to have made on this occaſion. *+* Madam,” 
quoth he, © be of good comfort, and aſſure you, if they 
« crown any other king than your ſon whom they now have, 
«« we fhall on the morrow crown his brother, whom you 
have here with you.” Did the filly prelate think that it 
would be much conſolation to a mother, whoſe eldeſt ſon 
might be murthered, that her younger ſon would be crowned 
in priſon ! or was ſhe to be ſatisfied with ſeeing one ſon en- 
| titled to the crown, and the diet f n it nominally ? 


He then delivered the ſeal to the queen, and as lightly 
ſent for it back e after. 


The dukes coninted their: andech, declaring they were 
bringing the king to his coronation. Haſtings, who ſeems 
to have preceded them, endeavoured to pacify the apprehen- 

fions which had been raiſed in the people, acquainting 
them that the arreſted lerds had been CEE for plotting 
= againſt 


1 a9 1 


ag gainſt the dukes of Glouceſter and Buckingham. As both 
thoſe princes were of the blood royal *, this accuſation was 
not ill founded, it having evidently been the intention, -as I 
have ſhewn, to bar them frem any ſhare in the adminiſtra- 
tion, to which, by the cuſtom of the realm, they were in- 
titled. So much depends on this foundation, that I ſhall be 
' excuſed from enforcing it. The queen's party were the ag- 
greſſors; and though that alone would not juſtify all the 
following exeeſſes, yet we muſt not judge of thoſe times by 
the preſent. Neither the crown nor the great men were re- 
ſtrained by ſober eſtabliſhed forms and proceedings as they 
are at preſent ; and fram 15 * a Fa . Third, 


Henry duke of Buckingham was the immediate n. and: heir of 
Thomas of Woodſtock duke of Glouceſter, the wy ſon of ith the 


Third, as will appear by this table: hs 


19 el 
duke of rr 5 85 
I; 4111 4 =! 
Anne Edmund earl of Sealford he 
ſole dr. and heixeſs. | 3:72.34 101 Jul 
- Humphrey 170 of Dukes: 
Humphrey 7g Stafford. +: n 90 
Henry duke gf Bucks. 


1 is plain, mat Picklnghatd wis inguenced by this ad the crown, 
u or it made him ovexlook his own alliance with the queen, ;whoſe-fiſter he had 


married. Henry the Eighth. did not oyerlook the proximity pf blood, when 
ne afterwards ade death the ſon of this duke, 
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force alone had dictated. Henry the Fourth had ſtepped into 
the throne contrary to all juſtice. Atitle ſo defective had opened 
a door to attempts as violent; and the various innovations 
introduced in the latter years of Henry the Sixth had an- 
nihilated all ideas of order. Richard duke of York had 
been declared ſucceſſor to the crown during the life of 
Henry and of his ſon prince Edward, and, as appears by 
the Parliamentary Hiſtory, though not noticed by our 
careleſs hiſtorians, was even appointed prince of Wales. 
The duke of Clarence had received much ſuch another de- 

claration in his favour during the ſhort reſtoration of Henry. 
What temptations were theſe precedents to an aftronted 
prince! We ſhall ſee ſoon what encouragement they gave 
| him to examine cloſely into his nephew's pretenſions ; and 
how imprudent it was in the queen to provoke Glouceſter, 
when her very exiſtence as queen was liable to ſtrong ob- 
jections. Nor ought the ſubſequent executions of Lord 
Rivers, Lord Richard Grey, and of Lord Haſtings himſelf, 
to be conſidered in ſo very ſtrong a light, as they would 
appear in, if acted in modern times. During the wars of 
York and Lancaſter, no forms of trial had been obſerved. 
Not only peers taken in battle had been put to death with- 
out proceſs; but whoever, though not in arms, was made 
priſoner by the victorious party, underwent the ſame fate; 
as was the caſe of Tiptoft earl of Worceſter, who had fled 
and 


1 

and was taken in diſguiſe. Trials had never been uſed with 
any degree of ſtrictneſs, as at preſent; and though Richard 
was purſued and killed as an uſurper, the Solomon that ſuc- 
ceeded him, was not a jot leſs a tyrant. Henry the Eighth 
was ſtill leſs of a temper to give greater latitude to the laws. 
In fact, little ceremony or judicial proceeding was obſerved on 
trials, till the reign of Elizabeth, who, though decried of 
late for her deſpotiſm, in order to give ſome ſhadow of coun- 
tenance to the tyranny of the Stuarts, was the farſt of our 
princes, under whom any gravity or equity was allowed in 
caſes of treaſon. To judge impartially therefore, we ought 
to recall the temper and manners of the times we read of. 
It is ſhocking to eat our enemies; but it is not ſo ſhocking 
in an Iroquois, as it would be in the king of Pruſſia. And 
this is all J contend for, that the crimes of Richard, which 
he really committed, at leaſt which we have reaſon to be- 
lieve he committed, were more the crimes of the age than 
of the man; and except theſe executions of Rivers, Grey, 
and Haſtings, I defy: any body to prove one other of thoſe 
; charged to r rn any _ Serre 


It is ; alledged that the gantz of Glouceſter ſtrictly 
guarded the ſanctuary, to prevent farther reſort thither; 
but Sir Thomas confeſſes too, that divers lords, knights, and 


4 tian either for Jallong of. the queen, or - for fear of them- 
3 ſever, 


1 
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felots, "afſemblid*rompunies; -_ went Hacling rogether un blur 
neſs!” Let us ſtrip this paragraph · of its hiftorie:buſkins; and 
it is plain that be gueen m party tool up arm. This ds no 
indifferent circumſtance. She had plotted to keep poſſeſſon 
of the king, and to govern in his name by force, but had 
been outwitted, and her family had been impriſoned for 8 

attempt. Conſcious that ſhe was diſcovered, perhaps rea- 


ſonably alarmed at Glouceſter's deſigns, ſhe had ſecured her- * 
ſelf and her younger children in ſanctuary. Neceſſity rather 


than law. juſtified her proceedings, but hat excuſe, can. be 
made for her faction having recourſe to arms? whg was: . 


thorized, by the tenour of former reigns, to -guard.1 the king's 
perſon, till parliament ſhould declare a regency, Joe * of 


If 159 311 


uncle and the princes of the blood . endeavouring t to eſta= 


bliſh the queen's authority by force Was rebellion againſt th y 3 
laws, I ſtate this minutely, becauſe the fact has never been 
attended to; and later hiſtorians paſs | it over, as if Richard 


N ape 


had hurricd: on the depoſition of his nephews without any 
colour of decency, and without the leaſt, provocation to any 
of his proceedings. Haſtings i is even ſaid to have warned the : 


FILLER Danang, 


Citizens that matters were likely zo come tg a field (to a battle) 


SHNOTLY 3; 


from the oppoſition of the adverſe party, though : as yet no 


a4 73 


ſymptom had appeared of deſigns againſt t the King, whom 


19 334% MF 


' the two dukes were bringing to his e coronation. Fr it is 
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L 33 ] 
not probable that Glouceſter had as yet meditated more than 
ſecuring the regency ; for had he had deſigns on the crown, 
would he have weakened his own claim by aſſuming the pro- 
tectorate, which he could not accept but by acknowledging 
the title of his nephew ? This in truth ſeems to me to have 


| been the caſe. The ambition of the queen and her family 
alarmed the princes and the nobility : Glouceſter, Bucking- 1 


ham, Haſtings, and many more had checked thoſe attempts. 
The next ſtep was to ſecure the regency : but none of theſe 


acts could be done without grievous provocation to the queen. 


As ſoon as her ſon ſhould come of age, ſhe might regain her 
power and the means of revenge. Self-ſecurity prompted 
the princes and lords to guard againſt this reverſe, and what 
was equally dangerous to the queen, the depreſſion of her 
fortune called forth and revived all the hatred of her enemies. 


Her marriage had given univerſal offence to the nobility, and 


been the ſource of all the late diſturbances and bloodſhed. 
The great earl of Warwick, provoked at the contempt ſhewn 


to him by king Edward while negotiatin g a match for him in 


France, had abandoned him for Henry the Sixth, whom he 


had again ſet on the throne. Theſe calamities were ſtill freſh 
in every mind, and no doubt contributed to raiſe Glouceſter to 


the throne, which he could not have attained without almoſt 


general concurrence : yet if we are to believe hiſtorians, he, 
. the mayor of London, and one Dr. Shaw, 
F | operated 
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operated this reyolution by a ſer mon and : a ſpeech to the 
people, though the people would not even | give | a huzza to 
the propoſal. © The change of government in the Rehearſal 
is not effected more ealily 15 the Phyſician, a and gentleman 


1 
ulher, 


Do ou tak this, aa I'll ſeize t vie; 5 IJ 


| In what manner Richard aſſumed or was inveſted with the 
protectorate does not appear. Sir Thomas More, ſpeaking 
of him by that title, ſays, cc no protect cor which always you 
« muſt take for the duke of Glouceſter,” | Fabian after 
mentioning the folemn * arrival of the king i 11 n London, 
adds, Than provifyon was made for the kinge's corona 
tion; in which paſtime (interval) the duke being admitted 
c for lord protectour.“ As the parliament was not fitting, 
this dignity was no doubt conferred on him by the aſſent of 
the lords and privy council; * as we hear of no oppoſition, ” 
none was probably made. He was the only perſon to 


whom that rank was due; his riglit could not and does not 


ſeem to have deen queſtioned. The Chronicte of Croyland 


BA 7d bort ei Bt ant Sogn 21111 35 2 101387 
* He was probably eye-wiraeſs 0 of that ceremony. 3 3 | for he PR the king 
ee was of the maior and his citizens met "at Harneſey p parke, the maior and his 


ic brethren being clothed In fearlet, and the citizens in violet, to the number 
ef V. C. horſes, and than from thence conveyed unto, the citie, the king 
6 beynge i in blewe velvet, and all his "0 and Jeryayntes ja. blacks. clot ” 
8 RAY Or 70 14 5 e 25 4 185 

v. 513. 5 0 
ro dT 4 cCorroborates 
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i n £19994} & bas aol, 6 ic Aaqizu! 2 e diet Kar Ba 
corro orates my opinion, Pk « Accepi cus Ri 

21 SNN , 518 Blk 100 Hue "i 6 - : Foo 2 480 : 
ce 

| ee oceſtriz illum ſolenn — — „ qui 


21 ; 
« quci mfrido Gloceſtriæ, fiante minore tate regis Hen- 


1 fm Da! 8 183 1910 E 


* rici, ut regni protector appellaretur, olim contingebat. 
« Ea igitur auctoritate uſus eſt, a ne ** & heneplacito 


COS * p. 556. 42 * 


ce omnium 8 
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"Thus far therefore it muſt be allowed that Richard aged | 
10 0 illegal 3 part, nor diſcovered more ambition than, became 
him. He had defeated the, queen's innovations, and ſecured 


o : 


her accomplices. ; 70 draw off our attention from ſuch re- 
gular ſteps, Sir Thomas More has exhauſted all his eloquence 
and imagination t to work up a piteous ſcene, in which the 


3. 1334 


queen is made to excite our compaſſion in the higheſt degree, 
and is furniſhed by t that able pen with ſtrains of pathetic ora- 
a tory, | which, no Part, of her conduct affords. us reaſon to be- 
lieve the poſſeſſed. This ſcene is occaſioned by the demand 
of gelivering up her ſeco: nd ſon. Cardinal Bour chier arch» 
biſhop of Canterbury is the inſtrument employed by the pro- 


1414 


tector to effect this purpoſe. The fact is confirmed . Fa- 
402 r 81 10 © 


bian f in his rude and brief manner, and by tf the Chronicle of 


SQ oon F in 2442131 


Croyland, and therefore, cannot be diſputed. But though 
the latter author affirms, that force was uſed ig oblige the 


119! _Dits g if [Is bus 1% eld ni hte. 


<xrdinal to to take that ſtep, he by no means agrees with Sir, 
<4 ETOGOT 1954 ; F 2 Thomas 


* 4.4 

Olo: 

Thomaz More in the repugnznee of | the que to cofHpfy. 

1 im that idle diſeuſſion on the Privileges of fandtiariet, 
n Whieh Sir Thomas. has waſted | ſo any Words. On 

by contratys the chronicle declares, that the queen . 4% Vötbis 
4 gratanter ànnuens, dimiſit puerum. . The king g. who had | 

den lodged in the palace of the biſhop of London, wa s now 
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© 


removed mo Hig 3 the Tee 
183 


2ML 10 OA Sr 91199) 8 91 9 
This laſt circumſtance has . contributed, tc to "raiſe 

e in vulgar minds, who of late years, have, been y accuſ- 

tomed to ſee no perſons of rank lodged in We Topper but 


late criminals. But in that age the caſe Was widely dif- 
erent. 1 t not only appears by a map engraven ſo late as the 
2 reigne of queen Elizabeth, that the Tower was a royal palace, 
in which were ranges of buildings called the king's and 
1 Aueen's apartments, now demoliſhed z' but it is a known fact, 
that they did often lodge there, eſpecially previous to their 
coronations. The queen of Henry the Seventh lay in there: 
queen Elizabeth went thither after her triumphantentry into 


1 nt. 


hee ei it ply and e other inſtances migbt! be produced, but 


r omit them, to come to one of the principal 
tranſactions of this dark period: 11 mean Richard's aſſump- 
tion of the crown. Sir Thomas More's account 'of this ex- 


traordinary event 1s totally improbable, and e "ale 


3 


* 


in-ths-xpund-work e of that n He tells us, that 


wield: 


Richard me ditating od pation, Mivided the>lotds ãnto go 


kei 87 


0 2 
2828 


Heparate, councils,” A Are the King's" or queen s party at 
Dae $ caſtle, f but holding his private junto at Croſby 
Place. From the lattet he began with ſpreading mutmurs, 
N hiſpers, and reports againſt! the legality of the late King's 
marriage. fue far we may eredie: him but what man of 
common ſenſe can believe, xbat/Richard went ſo far as pub- 


licly to aſperſe the honour of his own mother ? That mo- 
4, r Cetily ducheſs dowager of Vork, a princeſs of, pot 
1s char hay: was them living: ſo were two,of her Jdeugh- 
ters, the ducheſſes of Suffolk and Burgundy, Richarc s own 
kltets? one of them, ihe ducheſs of Suffolk walked at his 


1 


enſbing coronation; and her ſon the earl of Lincoln was 'by 
Richard himſelf; after the death of his own ſon, declired 
heir apparent to the crown. Is it, can. it be credible,” that 
Richard actuated a-venal / * preacher : to declare to the p people 
from ths den at Paul's croſs, that bis mother had been an 
| * V 
© OJ: n 10 Vans * 8 2 186111 
* What mould we think. of 2 a ; ſpodern, | hiſtorian, 0 ſhould Rü ub men- 
1 the convention parliament, ar and only tell us that ons De. Hürnergor ,up 
10 into the pulpit, and aſſured the people that Henrietta Maria, (a i b ary ful 
pected of gallantry than ducheſs Cecily) Px ogdyced Charles the 


James the Second in Adultery, and gave no legitimate ius % Ehr les the 
Fe I irſt, but Mary princeſs of Orange, mother bf 'king William 5 that the eie 


* 
A Nee bas 8 och to aal, 
r e ee Viator et 1115v9 need, 
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adultereſs, and that her two eldeſt ſons q Edward the Fourth 
and the duke of Clarence I were ſpurious; and that tlie g60 4 
lady had not given a legitimate child to her huſband, but the 
protector, and J ſuppoſe the ducheſs of Suffolk, thoug gh ne no 


mention is ſaid to be made of her in the ſermon yl 0 or a8 
the ducheſs of Suffolk was older than Richard, and conſe- 


quently would have been involved in the charge of baſtardy, 


could he have declared her ſon his heir, he who ſet aſide his 
brother Edward's children for their illegitimacy $ Ladlies 
of the leaſt diſputable gallantry generally ſuffer their Huſbands 
to beget his heir ; and if doubts ariſe on the legitimacy of 
their Iſſue, the younger branches ſeem moſt liable to ſuſpi- 
cion— —but a tale ſo groſs could not have paſſed even on 
the mab-ao proof, no preſumption of the fact was pre- 
Anden Were the ll ducheſs and her daughters ſilent on fo 


As bas vided N 6 b Silit dog 21  ſeandalous 


N. The 4 of Rutland, another fon, REA WE FIT Paw Na mur- 
dered at ee of Wakefield, and ſo was omitted in that i 


imaginary accu- 
fation. | S y accu 


ent 8 ROO gr who i. is nid t to have 8 this * dad; it was 
much more conſonant to his levity and indigeſted politics, than to the good 
ſenſe of Richard. Who can believe that Richard rene wed this ſtory, eſpeciall 
as he muſt have altered the dates of his mother's amours, and made Fe: a” 


tinue to her en of I" a8 rs om ade ok tha In hle's 0 
favour ? Sock Bom 1009 Yo Satz! me. 
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A It appears from Rymer's Fœdera, that the very firſt 
act of Richard” 
is dated from quadam ers camera 7 ichard 3 


Do Foe juxta capellam in hoſpitio dominæ Ceci- 
liz 


d beter I may underſtande q 


L 389 \] 
ſcandalous, an infinvation! ? Agrippina would ſcarce have 
heard it with patience. Moriar modo imperet I ſaid that 
empreſs, | in her wild with of crowning her fon-: but had he, 
un provoked, aſperſed her honour in the open forum, would 
the mother have ſubmitted to ſo unnatural an inſult? In 
Richard $ caſe the imputation was beyond meaſure, atrocious 
and abſurd. What | taint the fame of his mother to pave 
his way to the crown Who had heard of her guilt? And 


if guilty, how came ſhe to ſtop the career of her intrigues ? 
But Richard had better pretentions, and had no occafiots to 
ſtart doubts. even on his own e which was too much 


fl "3 177% fly 
liz duciſſæ Eborum. It does not pip r as if bel bad publicly accuſed 
his mother of adultery,” when he held his firſt council at her houſe. Among 
the Harleian Mss. in the Muſeum, No. 2236. art. 6. is the following lett 
from Richard to this very princeſs k his mother, which is an additional * 
the good terms on which they lived: « Madam, I recomaunde me to you as 
« hertely as is to me poſſible, beſeching you in my moſt humble and affec- 
ce tuouſe wiſe of your daly bleſſing to my ſynguler comfort. and defenc e in my 
« nede ; and, madam, 1 hertely beſeche you, that T may often here from you 
* to my comfort ; and ſuche' newes as 'be here, my ſervaunt Thomas! r aſh, 
« this berer ſhall ſhowe you, to whome pleaſe it you to yeve credence unto. 
« And, madam, I beſeche vou t be good and graciouſe lady te my Tord my 
6 chamberlayn to be your officer, in Wiltſhire in ſuche as Colinbourne had: 1 
« truſt he ſhall therin do you good ſervyee and that it pleſe your chat by this 
ur pleaſur in this behalve- And I praye God 
60 ſende you th. accompliſhementof-your Hoble deſires. Written at Pountfrelt, ” 
« che thirde day of Juyn, with the hande of your moſt humble fon, | ibo 
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L as 7 
connected with that of his brothers to be toſfed and bandied 
about before the multitude. - Clarence had been ſolemnly 
attainted by act of parliament, and his children were out 
of the queſtion.” The doubts on the validity of Edward's 
marriage were better grounds for Richard's proceedings than 


aſperſion of his mother's honour. On that invalidity he 
claimed the crown, and obtained it ; and with ſuch univer- 
ſal concurrence, | that the nation undoubtedly was on his 
fide—but. as he could, not deprive. his nephews, on that 
foundation, without baſtardizing their ſiſters too, no wonder 
the hiſtorians, who wrote under the Lancaſtrian domination, 
have uſed all their art and induſtry to miſrepreſent the fact. 
If the marriage of Edward the Fourth with the widow Grey 
was bigamy, and conſequently null, what became of the 
title of Elizabeth of York, wife of Henry the Seventh? 
What became of it? Why a baſtard branch of Lancaſter, 


matched with a baſtard of Vork, were obtruded on the na- 


tion as the right heirs of the crown ; and, as far as two 
negatives can make an affirmative, they were ſo. 


Buck, whoſe integrity will more and more appear, affirms 
that, before Edward had - eſpouſed - the lady Grey, he had 
been contracted to the lady Eleanor Butler, and married to 
her by the biſhop of Bath. Sir Thomas More, on the con- 
trary (and here it is that I am unwillingly obliged to charge 
that 
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that great man with wilful falſhood) pretends that the ducheſs 
of Vork, his mother, endeavouring to diſſuade him from fo 


diſproportionate an alliance, urged him with a pre- contract 


to one Elizabeth Lucy, who however, being preſſed, con- 


feſſed herſelf his concubine; but denied any marriage. 


Dr. Shaw too, the preacher, we are told by the ſame autho- 
rity, pleaded from the pulpit the king's former marriage 
with-Elizabeth Lucy ; and the duke of Buckingham i is ſaid 
to have harangued the people to the ſame effect. But now 
let us ſee how the caſe really ſtood : Elizabeth Lucy was 


the daughter of one Wyat of Southampton, a mean gentle- 


man, ſays Buck, and the wife of one Lucy, as mean a 
man as Wyat. The miſtreſs of Edward ſhe notoriouſly 


was; but what if, in Richard' S purſuit of the crown, no 
queſtion at all was made of this Elizabeth Lucy ? We 


have the, beſt and moſt undoubted authorities to afſure us, 
that Edward's pre · contract or marriage, urged to invalidate 


his match with the lady Grey, was with the lady Eleanor 


Talbot, widow of the lord Butler of Sudeley, and ſiſter of 
the earl of Shrewsbury, one of the greateſt peers in the 


kingdom; her mother was the lady Katherine Stafford, 
daughter of Humphrey duke of Buckingham, prince of 
the blood: an alliance in that age never reckoned unſuitable. 
Hear the e, aten Doorrs: de Comines ſays *, 


| 1 Achat | 
„Liv. 5. p. 151. In the 6th bobk, E er 


. added out of revenge for having been impriſoned by Edward: it might be ſo; 


G but 
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e that the biſhop | of Bath informed Richard, that he had 
« married king Edward to an Engliſh lady ; & dit cet evef- 
% que qu'il les avoit eſpouſes, & que n'y avoit que luy & ceux 
« deux.” This is not poſitive, and yet the deſcription 
marks out the lady Butler, and not Elizabeth Lucy. But 
the Chronicle of Croyland is more expreſs. Color 
« autem introitus & captæ poſſeſſionis hujuſmodi is erat. 
« Oftendebatur per modum ſupplicationis 1 in quodam rotulo 
* pergameni quod Alii | regis Edwardi erant baſtardi, ſuppo- 
«© nendo illum precontraxiſſe cum quidam domina Alienora 


« Boteler, antequam reginam Elizabeth duxiſſet uxorem; 


— 
1 — — — 
» 
g — 


« atque inſuper, quod ſanguis alterius fratris ſui, Georgii 
« ducis Clarentiz, fuiſſet attinctus; ita quod hodie nullus 


—— — — 
— . (V2. 


« certus & incorruptus ſanguis linealis ex parte Richardi 


| 
a 5 
1 


ce ducis Eboraci poterat inveniri, niſi in perſona dicti Richardi t 


ducis Gloceſtriæ. Quo circa  ſupplicabatur ei in fine 


1599 Its 
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« ejuſdem rotuli, ex parte dominorum communitatis regni, | 
e ut jus ſuum in fe alſumeret.” Is this full! 7 Is this evi- 
dence? Here we fee the origin of the tale relating to the 
ducheſs of Vork; lt certus & incorruptus r ſanguis : from 
theſe” miſtaken or perverted words flowed | d the report of 


/ 
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but as Comines had before Agel do Ml wind had actually faid he had 
married them, it might be the truth that the prelate told out of revenge, and 


not à lie; nor is it probable that his tale would AYE; had any weight, if falſe, 


and nem by other circumſtances. | | 5 5 
| 613 bits. iiagsih le Q9T 211) 1 


3 1 Richard's 


LE 43 7 


| +ex1 1 a 40 091 


Richard's aſperſing His mother ee But: as if watts was: 
doothed” to emerge, though ſtifled for near three hundred 
. years; the roll of parliament is at length come to, light 
(With other wonderful diſcoveries) and ſets forth, that 
cc though the three eſtates which petitioned Richard to ame. 
« the crown were not aſſembled i in form of parliament; yet 
it rehearſes the ſupplication (recorded by the chronicle above) 
and declares, 95 that king Edward was and ſtood married 
« and troth plight to one dame Eleanor Butler, daughter to 
« the earl of Shrewsbury, with whom the ſaid king Edward 
60 had made a pre- contract of matrimony, long before he 
0 made his pretended marriage with Elizabeth Grey.“ 
Could Sir Thomas More be ignorant of this fact? or, if 
ignorant, where is his competence as, an hiſtorian? And 


how egregiouſly abſurd i is his romance of Richard's ee 
the crown in conſequence of Dr. Shaw' s ſermon and Buck- 
ingham's harangue, to neither of which he pretends the 
people : aſlented ! Dr. Shaw no doubt tapped the matter to 
the people ; ; for F abian aſſerts that he durſt neyer ſhew his 
face afterwards; and as Henry t the, Seventh ſucceeded ſo ſoon- 
and as the llanders againſt Richard increaſed, that . 
happen; but it is evident that the nobility were diſpoſed to 
call the validity of the queen's marriage in queſtion, and . 
that Richard was ſolemnly invited by. the three eſtates, to ac- ha 
N mig rogy dignity ; and that is farther confirmed by the 


- F169 G 2 1 Chronicle 
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Chronicle of Croyland,, which ſays, that Richard, "having 
brought together a great force, from the north, from Wiles, 
and other parts, did on the twenty- ſixth of June claim the 
5 Crown, ** ſeque eodem die apud magnam aulam Weſt⸗ 
monaſterij in cathedram marmoream ibi intruſit; ;” but 
the ſupplication afore-mentioned had firſt been preſented to 
him. This will no doubt be called violence and a force 
laid on the three eſtates ; and yet that appears by no means. 
to have been the caſe ; for Sir Thomas More, partial as he 
was againſt Richard, ſays, <« that to be ſure of all enemies, 
he ſent for five thouſand men out of the north againſt his 
* coronation, which came up evill apparelled and worſe har- 
«« neſſed, in ruſty harneſſe, neither defenſable nor ſcoured to 
© the ſale, which muſtered in Finſbury field, to the great 
c diſdain of all lookers on.” Theſe ruſty companions, de- 
Fi ſpiſed by the citizens, were not likely to intimidate a warlike 
nobility ; and had force been uſed: to extort their aſſent, Sir 
Thomas would have been the firſt to have told us ſo. 
But he ſuppreſſed an election that appears to have been vo- 
luntary, and invented a ſcene, in which, by his own ac- 
count, Richard met with nothing but backwardneſs and 
lege, that amounted to a refuſal. The probability there- 
fore remains, that the nobility met Richard's claim at leaſt 
half-way, from their hatred and jealouſy of the queen's. 
family, and many of them from the conviction of Ed- 


* 


ward's: 


-- 


 * 


d 2 


4 of law, and ſome from apprehenfion of a minority. This 
p oſt will appear highly probable from three ſtriking cir- 
3 | cumſtances that T ſhall mention hereafter. _ FT he great regu- 
larity with which the coronation was prepared and con- 


t * 


Ward's pre · contract. Ek might concur from provocation 


at the attempts that had been made to diſturb the due courſe 


TY! 
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ducted, and the extraordinary concourſe of the nobility at 


it, have not at all the air of an unwelcome reyolution, ac- 


compliſhed merely by violence. On the contrary, it bore 


great reſemblance to a much later event, which, being the 


laſt of the kind, we term The Revolution. The three 


eſtates of nobility, clergy, and people, which called Rich- 


ard to the Crown, and whoſe act was confirmed by the 


ſubſequent parliament, trod the ſame ſteps as the convention 
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did which elected tlie. prince of Orange; both ſetting aſide 
an illegal pretender, the legitimacy of whoſe birth was 
Called in queſtion. And though the partizans of the Stuarts 


may exult at my comparing king William to Richard the 


that in both inſtances it was a free election. 


Third, it will be no matter of triumph, ſince it appears 


that Richard's cauſe: was as good as king Feier s, and 
The att Uſed by 


, 


Sir Thomas More (when, hecould not deny a pre- Contact) in. 
endeavouring to ſhift that objection on Elizabeth” Eucy, a a 
married woman, contrary to the ſpecific words of the act of 
1 in ene eee badneſb of the Lancaſtrian cauſe, 
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which would make us Gobt or wonder at the conſent of 


the nobility in giving way to the act for baſtardizing the chil-" | 


dren of Edward the Fourth. But reinſtate the claim of the. 


lady Butler, which probably was well known, and conceive 


* 


the intereſt that her great relations muſt have made to ſet 
aſide the queen's marriage, nothing appears more natural 
than Richard's ſucceſſion. His uſurpation vaniſhes, and in 
a few pages more, I ſhall ſhew that his conſequential cruelty 


vaniſhes too, or at moſt is very problematic : but firſt I muſt 


revert to ſome intervening circumitances. 


In this whole ſtory nothing is leſs known to us than the 
grounds on which lord Haſtings was put to death. He had 


lived in open enmity with the queen and her family, and 


had been but newly reconciled to her fon the marquis 


Dorſet ; yet Sir Thomas owns that lord Haſtings was one of 
the firſt to abet Richard's proceedings againſt her, and con- Z 
curred in all the protector's meaſures. | We are amazed 


therefore to find this lord the firſt ſacrifice under the new 
government. Sir 'Thomas More ſuppoſes (and he could only 


ſuppoſe ; for whatever archbiſhop Morton might tell him, 


of the plots of Henry of Richmond, Morton was certainly 


not entruſted with the ſecrets of Richard) Sir Thomas, 1 


ſay, ſuppoſes, that Haſtings either withſtood the depoſition 
of UAE” the Fifth, or was accuſed of ſuch. a amanen by 
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Cateſby, who. was Wan in his confidence; and: he owns 


that the protector undoubtedly loved him well, and loth he was 
to have him loft. What then is the preſumption ? Is it 


not, that Haſtings really was plotting to defeat the new 
ſettlement contrary to the intention of the three eſtates ? 
And who can tell whether the ſuddenneſs of the execution 


was not the effect of neceſſity? The gates of the Tower 


were ſhut during that rapid ſcene ; the protector and his 
adherents appeared in the firſt ruſty armour that was at 
hand : but this circumſtance is alledged againſt them, as an 
incident contrived to gain belief, as if they had been in dan- 


ger of their lives. The argument is gratis dictum ; and as 


Richard loved Haſtings and had uſed his miniſtry, the pro- 


bability lies on the other ſide: and it is more reaſonable 5 


to believe that Richard acted in ſelf-defence, than that TY | 
exerciſed a wanton, unneceſſary, and diſguſting” cruelty. Fs 


The collateral circumſtances introduced by More do but 
weaken * his account,: and take from its probability. * do 
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which we are moſt ſure, without. knowing the immediate motives : we muſt 


conclude it was determined on his oppoſing Richard's claim: farther e do 


not know, nor whether that oppoſition was made in a legal or hoſtile mani 
ner. It is \mpoſſible to believe that, an Phode before Bis death, he ſhould have 
exulted in the deaths of their common enemies, and vaunted, as Sir Thomas 
More erts, | his copneition with Richard, if he was then actually at variance 


* with 
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* Wibeg the pa which, Sir Thomas f ſays, appeared to; have 10 
been prepared before hand. The death of Haſtings, I allow, is the fact of 
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not mean the filly recapitulation of filly omens which fore 
warned Haſtings of his fate, and as omens generally do, te 
no manner of purpoſe ; but I {peak of the idle accuſations 
put into the mouth of Richard, ſuch” as his baring Ris 
withered arm, and imputing it to ſorcery, and to his blend- 
ing the queen and Jane Shore in the fame plot. Cruel or 
not, Richard was no fool; and therefore it is 'bighly im- 
probable that he ſhould lay the withering of his arm on re- 
cent witchcraft, if it was true, as Sit Thomas More pre- 
tends, that it never had been otherwiſe but of the ble 
miſhes and deformity of his perſon, I ſhall have occafion to 
ſpeak hereafter. For the other accuſation of a league be- 
tween Elizabeth and Jane Shore, Sir Thomas More ridicules 
it himſelf, and treats it as highly unlikely. But being un“ 
likely, was it not more natural for him to think, that it 
never was urged by Richard? And though Sir Thomas 
again draws aſide our attention by the penance of Jane, 
which ſhe certainly underwent, it is no kind of proof that 
the protector accuſed the queen of's mg Plotted ＋ with 
3 miſtreſs 


with him; nor that Richard ſhould, without provocation, have maſſacred fo 
excellent an accomplice. This ſtory, 3 muſt be left in We oe, as 


we find it. 


+ So far from it, that, as Mr. Hume remarks, there is in Rymer's Fœdera 
a proclamation of Richard, in which he accuſes, not the lord Haſtings, but 
che marquis Dorſet, of connection with Jane Shore, Mr, Hume thinks fo 
authentic 
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miſtreſs Shore. What relates to that . fair one I 
ſhall examine at the end of this work. 


The very * on which Haſtings was executed, were be- 


headed earl Rivers, Sir Richard Grey, Vaughan, and 
Haute. Theſe executions are indubitable; were conſo- 
nant to the manners and violence of the age; and perhaps 
juſtifiable by that wicked code, ſtate neceſſity. I have never 
pretended to deny them, becauſe I find them fully authen- 


ticated. I have in another * place done juſtice to the vir- 
tues and excellent qualities of earl Rivers : let therefore my | 


impartiality be believed, when I reject other facts, for which 
I can diſcover no good authority, I can have no intereſt in 


Richard's guilt or innocence ; but as Henry the Seventh was 


ſo much intereſted. to repreſent him as guilty, I cannot help 
imputing to the greater uſurper, and to the worſe tyrant of 


authentic a paper not ſufficient to overbalance the credit due to Sir Thomas 


More. What little credit was due to him appears from the courſe of this 


work in various and indubitable inſtances. The proclamation againſt the 
lord Dorſet and Jane Shore is not dated till the 23d of October following. 
Ts it credible that Richard would have made uſe of this woman's name again, 


if he had employed it before to blacken Haſtings? Tt is not probable that, 


immediately on the death of the king, ſhe had been taken into keeping by 
lord Haſtings ; but near ſeven months had copled between that death and her 
 Connertign with the yy 
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the two, all that appears to me to have been calumny and 
miſrepreſentation. moto itt 


All obſtacles thus removed, and Richard being ſolemnly 
inſtated in the throne by the concurrent voice of the three 
eſtates, He openly,” ſays Sir T homas More, took up- 


cc on him to be king the * ninth day of Joo: gd, the mor- 
40 row after was proclaimed, riding to M. Vel ſtminſter with 
« great ſtate; and calling the judges before him, ſtraitly 
mY commanded them to execute the laws without fayour or 
” „delay, with * good exhortations, of the which he | 
cc followed not one.” 'This is an invidious and falſe ac- 
cuſation. Richard, in his regal capacity, was an excellent 
king, and for the ſhert time of his reign enacted many wiſe 
and wholeſome laws. I doubt even whether one of the beſt 
proofs of his ufurpation \ was not the goodneſs of his govern 


ment, according to a common remark, that princes r 1 
doubtful titles make the beſt maſters, as it is more neceflary 
for them to conciliate the favour of the people: the f natural 
corollary from which obſervatibn need not be drawn. Cer- 

tain” it is that in many parts of the kingdbm, not ban 
178 faction,” ond was much beloved; and even after Hs een 
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the northern counties gave open death eb thei affection 


to his memory. 4 filitt. 


O tlie Sixth of July Richard Was crowned, and ſoon after 
ſet but on a progreſs to York, on his way viſiting Glouceſter, | 
the ſeat of his former duchy. And now it is that [ muſt 
call 1 up the attention of the reader, the capital and bloody 
ſcene of 1 icha ard's life be being dated fr om this progreſs. The 
narrative teems with improhabilities and notorious falſhoods, 
and 1s flatly contradicted by ſo many unqueſtionable facts, 
that if we have no other reaſon to. believe the murder * 
Edward the Fifth and his brother, chan the account tranſ- 

mitted to us, we ſhall very much « doubt whether they ever ; 
were murdered at all. 1 wilt fate the account, examine th. 


and. produce gvidence-to coy confute it, and chen the oper will, 
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fogm 5 own ee an the isse of fact. 
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Richard befor he left Late, 8 no realy I 
accompliſh. the aſſaflination ; but on the road, (this mind 
« miſgave him , that while his nepbexrs lived, he ſhould, 
not poſſeſs the crown with ſecurity. ; Upon this reflection 
„ he diſpatched one Richard Greene to Sir Robert Bra- 
„ kenbury, lieutenant of the Tower, with a letter and cre- 
oe dence alſo, that the ſume Sir Röbert in any Wiſe mould 
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« put the two children to death! This John Greene did his 

« errand to Brakenbuty, kneeling before our Lady in the 
„Tower, who plainly anſwered that he never would put 
them to death, to dye therefote.“ Green returned with 
this anfwer to the king who was then at Warwick, where 
With he took ſuch diſpleaſure and thought, that the ſame 
night he ſaid unto a ſecret } page of his, Ah! whem ſhall a 
„ man truſt ? They that I have brotightUp'tayſelf, they 
„ that 1 thought would have moſt ſurely ſerved me, even 
c thoſe faile me, and at my commandment will do nothing 
« for me.” * Sir,” quoth the page, there lieth one in the 

6c palet chamber without, that I dare fay will doe your grace 
76 pleaſure ; the thing were right hard that he would re- 


IBI 
« fue 3 meaning this by James Tirrel, whom, fays Sir 
v3 pLO% Iiir - DT 
Thomas a few pages afterwards, as men fay, Ys. he there made 
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a knight. « e man, continues « had an high 
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« heart, Ko fore longed upwards, 06 ng yet 15 faſt as 


he had hoped, being hindered, and kept under by Sir 
+65 Richafd Ratcliffe, un Sir William Cateſby, who by ſecret 
""-0F „ difts kep t him out o Fall ſecxet truſt. wh To be ſhort, Tir- 
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rel 1 che commiſſion, received warrant to 
authorize Brakenbury to deliver to him the keys of the 


| 8 Tower! for one night; and haying,! ſelected two other villains 
| a 1 called Miles F oreſt. and. John Dighton,,, the, two latter : 
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ſmothered 
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9 — princes in their. hots and then call 
ed Tirrel to be witneſs of the execution. 
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At, is difficult to croud more improbabilities f. hes, to- 
3 ot than are comprehended in this ſhort narrative. Who 


1, 


can believe if Richard meditated the murder, that he took 
no care to ſift /Brakenbury. before he left London ? Who 


1210141 


can believe that he would truſt ſo atrocious a, commiſſion to 
a letter? 1 who can imagine, that on * Brakenbury 8 


„ Richard would have ordered him to cede the 
government of the Tower to Tirrel for one night only, the 


Dh purpoſe of which had been o plainly, pointed o out by the pre- 
ceding meſſage ? And had ſuch weak ſteps been taken, 


9 9 V off 


could the murder itſelf have renjained | a problem ? And 
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Jet Sir Thomas More himſel elf 1 is forced to confeſs at the « Nut- 
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lt 11 0880 from the Foedera that Brakenbury was appointed FIR of 
the Tower July,7tb+3:tatche:ſkjtkhdrred-bie:poirnte seh W pf Or follow- 


ing year, and had one more ample, granted to him. If it poſed that 
1 renewe | this patent to 3 ber Braken nid be e diſcloſ- 


01 what he knew of à murder; In Which he hid refuſed to be Concérned, I 
then aſk-if it is probable that a man tod virtuous or too eautious to embaxk in 


an aſlaffination, and of; whom the ſuppoſed tyrant ſtood i in awe, would hape laid 
down his life in that ufurper's cauſe, as Sir Robert did, being ki led on Rich- 
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« queſtion, 
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« queſtion, that ſome remained long i in doubt, whether they, 
% were in his days deſtroyed + or no.” ; Very memorable 


words, and ſufficient to balance More' 8 own teſtimony with 
the moſt ſanguine believers. | He adds, cc * theſe doubts not. 
* only aroſe from the uncertainty men were in, whether 
o Perkin Warbeck was the true duke of York, but for that 
cc alſo all things were ſo covertly demeaned, that 1 there was 
0 nothing ſo plain and openly proved, but that yet men 
* had it ever inwardly ſuſpect. Sir Thomas goes on to af- Y 
firm, „ that he does not relate the ſtory after every way... 
«« that he had heard, but after that way that he had heard it, 
« by ſuch men and ſuch means, as he thought it hard but 
"IF ſhould be true.” I. his aflirmation reſts on the 3 \ 
bility | of certain reporters, we do not know whom, but Who 
we ſhall find were no credible reporters at all; for to pron, 
ceed to the confutation. James Tirrel, a man in no ſecret 
truſt with the king, and kept down by Cateſby and Rat- 
cliffs is mere as a neee nameleſs ae | 
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+, This 3 ee ee J As even at 
„ that time ſecret rumoufs and whiſperings (which, afterwards gathered 
6 ſtrength, and turned to great trouble) that the two young ſons of king Ed- 

ce ward the Fourth, or one of them (which were ſaid to be deſtroyed in the 
« Tower) were not indeed murthered, but conveyed ſeeretly away, and were 
cc yet living.” Reign of Henry the Seyenth, p- 4. again, p. 19. nd 
«al this time it was {till whiſpered every where that « at t leaſt one of the cpi b 
< ren of Edward the Fourth was living.“ | 


NF In 


181 


In the firſt place Richard was 1 at York "(after this 
tranſadtion) September 8th, Edward the F *ourth. had not 
been dead four months, and Richaid in poſfeſnon of any . 


power not above two months, and thoſe very bulling and F 
active: Tirrel muſt have been impatient indeed, if the | Page 
had had time to obſerve his diſcontent at the ſuperior confi- 
dence of Rateliffe and Cateſby. It happens unluckily too, | 
that great part of the time Ratcliffe was abſent, Sir Thomas 
More himſelf telling us that Sir Richard Ratcliffe had the 
cuſtody of the priſoners at Pontefract, and preſided at their 
execution there. But a much more unlucky circumſtance 
is, that James Tirrel, ſaid to be Knighted for this horrid 5 
ſervice, was not only a knight before, but a great or. very 
conſiderable officer of the crown; and in that ſituation had 
walked at Richard's preceding coronation. 1 Yy 
told that Sir Thomas More did not mean to confine the ill 
offices done to Tirrel by Rateliffe and Cateſby ſolely to the 
time of Richard's protectorate and regal power, but being 
all three attached to him when duke of Glouceſter, the other 
two might have leſſened Tirrel's eredit with" the duke eben 
in che piece High ee e ee 
pointing him maſter of the horſe on his eee * 
moved thoſe, diſguſts, and left the page no room to repre- 
ſent him as ready throug ambition and deſpondency to ler 4 6 
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the horſe likely to be ſent to ſuperſede the conſtable of the 
Tower for one night only. That very act was ſufficient to 
point out what . defired m ww * it e tranſ⸗ 
act ſo ö Fs 5 


That Sir james Tirrel was and did walk as maſter of the 
horſe at Richard's coronation cannot be conteſted. A moſt 
curious, invaluable, and authentic monument has lately 
been diſcovered, the coronation- roll of Richard the Third. 
Two ſeveral deliveries of parcels of ſtuff. are there ex- 
preſly entered, as made to % Sir James Tirrel, knyght, 
* maiſter of the hors of our ſayd ſoverayn lorde the kynge.” 
What now becomes of Sir Thomas More's informers, and 
of their re which he W hard but WR be 
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"i will go a ſtep farther, and conſider the evidence of this 


murder, as produced by Henry the Seventh ſome years af- 


terwards, when, inſtead of lamenting it, it was neceffary 
for his majeſty to hope it had been true ; at leaſt to hope 
the people would think ſo. On the appearance of Perkin 
Warbeck, who gave himſelf out for the ſecond of the bro- 


thers, who was believed ſo by moſt people, and at leaſt 


feared by the king to be ſo, he beſtirred himſelf to prove 


that both the princes had been murdered by his predeceſſor. 
2 There 


L. & 

There had been but three actors, beſides Richard who had 
commanded the execution, and was dead. Theſe were Sir 
James Tirrel, Dighton, and Forreſt ; and theſe were all 
the perſons whoſe depoſitions Henry pretended to produce; 
at leaſt of two of them, for Forreſt it ſeems had rotted 


piece-meal away; a kind of death unknown at preſent to 

the college, But there were ſome others, of whom no no- 
tice was taken ; as the nameleſs page, Greene, one Black 
Will or Will Slaughter who guarded the princes, the friar 
who buried them, and Sir Robert Brakenbury, who could 

not be quite ignorant of what had happened: the latter was | 
killed at Boſworth, and the friar was dead too. But why 
was no inquiry made after Greene and the page? Still this 
ſtlence was not - ſo. impudent as the pretended confeſſion of 
| Dighton and Sir James Tirrel. The former certainly did 
avow the fact, and was ſuffered to go unpuniſhed where- 
ever he pleaſed—undoubtedly that he might ſpread the tale. 
And ebſerve theſe remarkable words of lord Bacon, John 
„ Dighton, who it ſeemeth pate bg for tbe king. was 
fore with ſet at liberty.“ In truth, every ſtep of chis pre- 
tended diſcovery, as it tanks 5 in lord Bacon, warns us to 
give no heed to it. Dighton and Tirrel agreed both in a tale, 
as One _ __ out. h Tbeir confeſſion e was not _ 
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lickly made, as Sir James Tirrel Was ſuffered to live * but 
was ſhut up in the Tower, and put to death afterwards for 
we know not what treaſon. What can we believe, but that 
Dighton was ſome low mercenary wretch hired, to aſſume 
the guilt of a crime he had not committed, and that Sir 
James Tirrel never did, never would .confeſs what he had 
not done; and was therefore put out of the Way on a ficti- 
tious imputation? It muſt be obſerved too, that no inquiry 
was made into the murder on the acceſſion of Henry the 
Seventh, the natural time for it, when the paſſions of men 
were heated, and when the duke of Norfolk, lord Lovel,. 
Cateſby, Ratcliffe, and the real abettors or accomplices of 
Richard, were attainted and, executed. No mention of ſuch, 
a. murder was F made in the very act of parliament that at- 
_ tainted. 


* It appears by Hall, that Sir james Ture had even enjoyed the bl of 
Henry; for Tirrel is named as captain of Guifnes in a iſt of valiant officers: | 

that were. ſent by Henry, in his fifth year, on an expedition into Flanders. 
Does this look as if Tirrel was ſo much as ſuſpected of the murder? And 
who can believe his pretended confeſſion afterwards? Sir James was not 
executed till Henry's ſeventeentli year, on ſulpicion of treaſon; which ſuſpi- 
cion aroſe on the flight of the 8 Lufee Vide Hall's: een, fol; 18: 
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+ There i is a hes of W 0 ledoed to have been cies: 
by Richard againſt Henry, in particular of his having bed infant's load. 
Was this ſufficient ſpecification of the murder of a king? Is it not rather a 
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tainted Richard himſelf, and which would have been the 


molt heinous aggravation of his crimes. And no proſecu- | 
tion of the ſuppoſed aſſaſſins was even thought of till eleven 


years afterwards, on the appearance of Perkin Warbeck. 
Tirrel is not named in the act of attainder to which I have 
had recourſe; and ſuch omiſſions cannot but induce us to 
ſurmiſe that Henry had never been certain of the deatlis of 


the princes, nor ever intereſted himſelf to prove that both 


were dead, till he had great reaſon to believe that one of them 
was alive. Let me add, that if the confeſſions of Dighton 
and Tirrel were true, Sir Thomas More had no occaſion to 
recur to the information of his unknown credible informers. 


If thoſe confeſſions were not true, his Wer were not 
creditable. 1111 


Having thus diſproved t the, account. of the murder, let us 


now examine whether we can de fure that the murder was - 
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Of all 1 men it was s moſt 1 ws . cardinal es 0 
archbiſhop of Canterbury, to aſcertain the fact. To him 


had the e entruſtod 27 en, fon, e and the prelate 
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dale way of N W of mbich don could be ese . 


not it conſonant to all Heaty ena imolving every thing in obſcure and 
general terms ? | 
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JOU 10 Viet [ 21417 mon an 
had pledged himſelf for his e e very Rep of 
this Sant hk 1s men in allhood. Vet what was the K. 


te dreh nay, not even W Richard's death: on "ths con- 
ttary, Bourchier was the very man Who placed the crown 


AL) 


on the head of the latter *; and yet not ane hiſtorian cen- 
ſures this conduct. Threats and fear could not have dictated 


this ſhameleſs negligence. Every body knows what was the 


: authority of prieſts in that age; an archbiſhop was facred, a 
cardinal inviolable. As Bourchier ſurvived Richard, was it 


— 28 * 


not incumbent on him to ſhow, that the duke of Vork bad 


7 Veen aſſaſſinated in ſpite of all his endeavours to fave bim . 


Fa i 


* As coninal Bourchier ſet the crown on Richard's head at Weltmiiifter, 


8 fo « did archbiſhop Rotherham at Vork. Theſe prelates either did not believe 


Richard had murdered his nephewsz; or were ſhamefully eomplaiſant them- 
ſelves. Vet their characters ſtand unimpeached i in hiffory. Could Richard 


15 


. 


- 1 
* 
I» i 


be guilty, and the archbiſhops be blameleſs ? Could both be ignorant 
what was, become of the young princes, when both had 'negotiated with! the 
queen | dowager As neither is accuſed of being the creature of Richard, it 


is probahle that neither of them believed he had taken off his nephews. In the 


Fœdera there is a pardon paſſed to the archbiſhop, which at firſt made me ſuſ- 
W's that he had taken ſome part in behalf of the royal children, as he is par- 
doned for all murders, treaſons, concealments, miſpriſions, riots, routs, &c. 
but this pardon is not only dated Dec. 13, ſome months after he had crowned 


5 i Richard 5 but, on looking 9 1 find ſuch pardons frequently granted to 


the moſt eminent of the clergy. n the next reign Walter, archbiſhop of 
Dublin, is pardoned all murders, rapes, treaſoris, felonies, miſpriſions, riots, 


2 | What 


- - youts, extortions, &c. 


al O0 12 


What gan be argued from this andy of eee 1 


that he did not belieye the children n Were ne A 5 

obarm 993; OMe a bavlovni ai viofticd alt 1 
1 Richards $ conduct in a parallel caſe is ſtrong preſumption 
that this barbarity w was falſely laid to his charge. Edward 


865 


carl of Warwick, his nephew, and ſon of the duke of 
Clarence, was in his power too, and no indifferent rival, 
if king Edward s childten were baſtards. Clarence had been 

5 attainted; but ſo had almoſt every prince who had aſpired to 

the crown after Richard the Second. Richard duke of Vork, 
_ the father of Edward the Fourth and. Richard the Third, 
was ſon of Richard earl of Cambridge, beheaded for trea- 
r yet that duke of Vork held his father's attainder no 
bar to his ſucceſſion. Vet how did Richard the Third treat 


his, nephew and competitor, the young Warwick? John 
Reus, a zealous Lancaſtrian and contemporary ſhall inform 
5 and will” at the ſume time tell us an important anec- 
dgte, maliciouſly ſuppte fed « or ignorantly omitted by all our 
- hiſtorjans... Richard actually proclaimed bitt heir to the 
_ crown after the death of his own fon, anc d.ordered hi n to be 
\ 2 ſerved next to him e and the queen, though be afterwards 


" 1518 302 27 5 Rag NODIRG & 21 353903 £13b29.1 
125 20 Lord 8 that « 64 on e 8 and Jude's 8 even, the king ( Henry 
the Seventh) dined with Thomas Bourchi ier, archbiſfiop'of Canterburie and 
. cardinal; and from Lambeth went by by land over the bridge to the I wer.“ 
Has not this the appearance « of ſome n in the king on the ſubhect or the 
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0 Princess, N whoſe fate he Was. uncertain $58: 
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ſet him aſide, and confined him to the caſtle of Sheriff- 
Hutton x. T he very day after the battle of Boſworth, the 
uſurper Richmond was fo far from being led aſide from. at- 
| tention to his intereſt by the glare of his new. acquired 
crown, that he ſent for the carl of Warwick from Sheriff. 
Hutton and committed him to the Tower, from whence be 
never ſtirred more, falling a facrifice to the inhuman jealouſy 
of Henry, as his ſiſter, the venerable counteſs of Saliſbury, 
did afterwards to that of Henry the Eighth. Richard, on 
the contrary, was very affectionate to his family : inſtances 
appear in his treatment of the earls of Warwick and Lin- 
coln. The lady Ann Poole, fiſter of the W 3 
had agreed to * to the e of Scotland. 70 
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The more generous but of Richard to che ſame 
young prince (Warwick) ought to be applied to the caſe of 
Edward the Fifth, if no proof exiſts of the murder. But 


what ſuſpicious words are thoſe of Sir Thomas More, 
quoted above, and unobſerved by all our hiſtorians : Some 


* P. 218. Rous is the more to be credited for this fact, as he ſaw the earl 
of Warwick in company with Richard at Warwick the year before on the 
progreſs to Vork, which ſhows that the king treated bis nephew with kind- 
neſs, and did not confine him till the plots of his enemies thickening, Richard 
found it neceſſary to ſecure ſuch as had any pretenſions to the crown. This 


will account for Lis preferring the earl of g von being his ns 8 fn, 
u have no prior claim before en o9 0 oqtuꝗ on bed 
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* remained "long 2 doubt,” fays he. _ Werke they (the child- 
«© ren) were in bis (Richard 0) days 95 Mrcped or no,” If they 


were not deſtroyed in bis days, i in whoſe days were they mur- 
dered ? Who will tell me that Henry the Seventh did not 
find, the eldeſt at leaſt, priſoner 1 in the Tower; and if he 
did, What was there in Henry's 8 nature or character to > pre- 
vent our ee goin 8 farther” ? 


C1 131 (1) Ax 


And here let me bent kk of the greateſt men in 
our annals have proſtituted their admirable pens, the one to 
blacken a great prince, the other to varniſh a pitiful tyrant. 
I mean the two * chancellors, Sir Thomas More and lord 
Bacon. The moſt ſenſeleſs ſtories of the mob are converted 
to hiſtory by the former ; the latter is {till more culpable ; ; 
he has held up to the admiration" of poſterity, and what is 
worſe; to the imitation of ſucceedin g princes, a man whoſe 


neareſt approach to wiſdom was mean cunnin g Hand As 


raiſed into a legiſlator, a ſanguinary, ſordid, and trembling 
uſurper. Henry was a tyrannic huſband, and ungrateful 
and e as wen as bi yrs his ſubjects +, bar- 
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385 ol is ee ee areas hey Wade Hive wii ite! en * 


Ny kiſtory with the ſame propenſity to miſrepreſentation, | mean lord Clarendon, a 


It is hoped no more chancellors will write our ſtory, till they e can di * them- 2 
ſelves of that habie enen bad eue. ef 11, bow” «i 


d VEL Win ein grit N . Oos Lollies 907 BOTTDIOIA, 524 LI 
1 * < He had no purpoſe to go through with any warre upon ae oba 
« truth was, that hee did but traffique with that warre to make his returne in 


; money.“ Lud Bacon's reign of Henry the n P- 99. 


tered 


= * ] 

tere d the honour of the nation for foreign gold, and cut 6 
| every branch of the royal family, to enſure poſſeſſion to his 
| no title. Had he had any title, he could claim it but from 
: his mother, and her he ſet aſide. But of all titles he pre- 
ferred that of conqueſt, which, if allowable in a foreign 
| prince, can never be valid in a native, but ought to make 

i him the execration of his countrymen. T 116 


There is nothing rained in the 0 of Richard's 
| ſparing his nephew. At leaſt it is certain ow, that though 
1 he diſpoſſeſſed, he undoubtedly treated him at firſt with in- 
| | dulgence, attention, and reſpect; ; and though the proof 1. 
am going to give muſt have mortified the friends of the de- 
throned young prince, yet it ſhewed great averſion to cruelty, | 
| and was an indication that Richard rather aſſumed the crown 
ji for a ſeaſon, than as meaning to detain. it always from his 
=. brother's poſterity. It is well known that in the Saxon times 
nothing was more common in caſes of minority than for, the 
= uncle to be preferred to the nephew; and though baſtardizing | 
| his brother's children was, on this ſuppoſition, double deal- 
| ing; yet J have no doubt but Richard went ſo far as to inſi- 
| nuate an intention of reſtoring the crown when young Ed- 
5 ward ſhould be of full age. I have three ſtrong proofs of 
LL this hypotheſis. In the firſt place Sir Thomas More reports ; 
=: that the duke of Buckingham j in his converſations with Mor- 
| | ton, after his defection from Richard, told the biſhop that | 


the 


Edward his nephew ſhould attain the age of twenty-four 
years. Morton was certainly competent evidence of theſe 
diſcourſes, and therefore a credible one ; and the idea is con- 
firmed by the two other proofs I alluded: to; the ſecond af 
which was, that Richard's ſon did nat walk at his father's 


coronation. Sir Thomas More indeed ſays. that Richard 


created him prince of Wales on aſſuming the crown ; but 
this is one of Sir Thomas's miſrepreſentations, and is con- 
tradicted by fact, for Richard did not create bis ſon prince 
of Wales till he arrived at Vork; a circumſtance that might 
lead the people to believe that in tlie interval of the two 


coronations, the latter of which was celebrated at n. 
| Sarner me, 4 — f anke Arno bag Wi 
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icha es fon did not In ae bes 
l Edward the Fifth probably did; and:this 0 my third 
proof. I conceive all the aftonifhment of my re 
aſſertion, — it is founded on ſtrongly pteſumptibe « 
01 10 Lord Bdwird, fon babe rs. Edwarc 1 
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* Tbis * was firſt i to RTE the lord. baſhop. of 
Cailifle. Mr. Alle lent, me an extract of i Its. with o other, uſeſul aſſiſtances; and 
Mr. Chamberlain of the great wardrobe obl 
ginal z favauts which T cake this oyportunſity' of gratefully acke 
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the proteQor's firſt prapoſal had been to take the crown, till 
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ation roll ĩtſelf is this unaring entry; 


iged melwith the peruſal <5 hy ori- 6 
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gr for his apparel: and ar ray, | that is to . a ſhort gowne 1 mat e 


of two yards and three quarters of crymſy clothe of gold, 
'b6 Iyned with two yards + of blac velvet, a long gowne made 
of vi yards D of crymſyn cloth of gold lynned with fix 
ow of green damaſk, a ſhorte gowne made of two yards 

= Of purpell velvett lyned with two yards 2 of green da- 
ann a doublett and a ſtomacher made of two yards of 
« blac ſatyn, &c.“ beſides two foot cloths, a bonet of purple 
velvet, nine horſe harneſs, and ninetſaddle houſes (houſings) 
of blue velvet, gilt ſpurs, with many other rich articles, and 
magnificent apparel for his henchmen or pages. 
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Let no body tell Wendet theſe robes, this magnificence, 
rheſe trappings for a cavalcade, were for the uſe of a priſoner. 
Marvellous as the fact is, there can no longer be any doubt but 
the depoſed young king walked, orit was intended ſhould walk, 
at his uncle's coronation. This precious monument, a terrible 
reproach to Sir Thomas More and his copyiſts, who have been 


filent on fo public: an event, exiſts in the great wardrobe; and 
gl he higheſt preſervation; ; it is written on vellom, and is 
OY bound with the! coronation Tolls of Henry the Seventh and 
5 "Eighth. Theſe are written on paper, and are in worfe condi- 
tion; but that of king Richard is uncommonly fair, accurate 
and ample. It is the account of Peter Courteys keeper of the 


great wardrobe, and dates from the a of king Edward the 
. 3 e 


r L356 71 4 


Fr ourth | his death, to the feaſt of 3 purification in the Fe- 


; ruary o of the following” year. | Peter Courteys ſpecifies what 
Muff! he found in the wardrobe, What contracts he made for 
the enſuing coronation, and the deliveries in conſequence. 


The whole i is couched i in the moſt minute and regular man- 


K 


1471 


* tories. The concourſe of nobility at that « ceremony, was ex- 


ducheſſes of Norfolk. n Has this the air of a forced and pre- 
cCipitate election? Or does it not indicate a voluntary concur- 
rence of the nobility 7 No mention being made in the roll 
of the young duke of Vork, no robes being ordered for him, 
it looks extremely as if he was not in Richard's cuſtody ; and 
ſtrengthens the probability that will, be bemalten, Pk his 
id been conveyed. AMY 511147 Bt on eg 20H98 


4 — 


1 ot 171 1 2 Fe 7 - 9 — 55 
AI 195 1535 III 2857 10 It WP 12 3 * 8005 * f JEU 4 91 13 


Ry point of hiſtory. One entry is thus To the lady Bry 4 
. gitt, oon of the daughters of K. Edward 111th, being 
4 ſeeke (ſick) in the ſaid wardrobe for to bave for, her, uſe 
two long pillows of fuſtian ſtuffed with downe, and ;two 
ME pilow beres of Holland cloth.” The only conjecture that 
can be formed from this paſſage is, that the lady Bridget, 


being lodged in the great wardrobe, was ha then in ſanctu- 
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 traordinarily great: there were preſent no fewer than three 


7 another article, rather curious * 05 5 of 
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Oan it be doubted how but that Richard + meant to have, it 
thought that his- affamption of the crown was only tempo 
rary? But when he: proceeded to baſtardize his nephew by 
act *＋ parliament, then it became neceſſary to ſet bim en- 
tirely aſide : ſtronget prooſs of the baſtardy might have come 
out ; and it is reaſonable to infer this, for on the death of 
his ohn ſon, when Richard had no longer anq reaſon, of fa- 
mily to bar his brother Edward's children, inſtead of again 
calling them to the ſucceſſion, as he at firſt projected or gave 
out he would, he ſettled the crown on the iſſue of his ſiſter, 
Suffolk, declaring her eldeſt ſon the earl of Lincoln his ſuc- 
ceſſor. That young prince was lain in the battle of Stoke 
againſt Henry the Seventh, and his younger brother the 
earl of Suffolk, who had fel to Flanders, was extorted 
from the archduke Philip, who by comraty winds had been 
driven into England. Henry took a ſolemn oath not to but 
bim to death; but cop pying David rather than'Soloinon be, 
on his der 6h ester it to this 1on Henry the 
Eighth to execute Suffolk; and Henry the wr was too 
yur not to obey 0 ſerĩptural an injunction. 

2d n 1603 mig ai 34 bisl oven Þ 18dw-rmont n ing 

Strange as che fact was of Edward the Fifth Waise at his 
facceffor's coronation, I have ſeund an event exactly parallel 
whick: happened ſome years before. It is well known that 
the famous Joan of Per an dethroned and murdered: 'by 
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che Han” mne bad choſen for het heir, Charles Durazzo, 
Iügratitude and cruelty were the characteriſtics of that 
Wretch. He had been brought up and formed by his uncle 
Louis king of Hungary, who left only two daughters. Mary 
the eldeſt ſucceeded and was declared king ; for that warlike 
nation, who regarded the ſex of a word, more than of a per- 
ſon, wotild not ſuffer themſelves to be governed by the term 
queen. ' Ditrazzo quitted Naples in purſuit of new ingrati- 
tude; dethroned ting Mary, and obliged her to walk at his 
coronation ; an infult the _ her 1 ſoon e . 
* him aflafſinated. 1900 


Ido not doubt. but the ALLY of. Durazzo will be 
thought 2 Proper. ale to. Richard's 8. But parallels prove 
nothing :;and a man m uſt be a vety poor reaſoner who thinks 
ne bas, an advantage; over me, brate I dare, prody 810 2 
cumſtange that reſembles my ſuiect 3 is the caſe to which 
is applied, and Jeayes. my argument juſt as Rrong as it — 
| before j in SY: other Ponds : 3 N. 


oft 510052 01 11 Age of 

They Who the me ieee eee 
princes, and from what I have ſaid at is plain that they be- 

lieve it more ſtrongly than che age did in which it Was pre- 

neee committed; urge the diſappearance df the 
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27 
* Pelidore Vergil ſays, In vulgus fama n Fre Efparit Regis alk. 112 


«quo: terrarum partem migrafſe,” * ita a ſuperſtites eſſe.. And the prior of 
Croyland, 
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princes as a proof of the murder,” but that argument yaniſhes 
entirely, at leaſt with regard to one of them, if Perkin War- 
beck was the true duke of Vork, as I ſhall ſhow that it is 
en en he was. nnd ods g 


* 
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With e to be aß his ee is no . of 
proof that he was murdered : he might die in the Tower. 
The queen pleaded to the archbiſhop of York that both 
princes were weak and unhealthy. I have: inſinuated that it 
is not impoſſible but Henry the Seventh might find him alive 
in the Tower. I mention that as a bare poſſibility - but we 
may be very ſure that if he did find Edward alive there, he 
would not have notified his exiſtence, to acquit Richard and 
hazard his own crown. The circumſtances of the murder 
were evidently falſe, and inventediby Henry to diſcredit Per- 
kin; and the time of the murder is abſolutely a fiction, for 
it appears by the roll of parliament, which baſtardized Ed- 
e tho F ifth, that he was FRET. T en, which v was ſeven 


te Cropland, not bis veblltksbates, whom 1 mall quote in Ae nent ute but one, 
and who was ſtill better informed, ⸗Vulga . um eſt regis Edwardi pueros con- 
IG ceſliſe in 182 Tee quo Sener interitus ene 


5 +1 Buck de e eh A TO TITTY roll. The annotator in Kennett's 
. collefion er 1 this author. would haye done. much towards the credit he 
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We ed hens ſuch ad might be gathered; for,” adds hes « all 


1,56 Hiltories relate the murders to be committed before this time,” 1 have ſhown 


that 
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months after the time aſſigned by More for his murder. If 
Richard ſpared him ſeven months, what could ſuggeſt a 
reaſon for his murder afterwards? To take him off then 
Was ſtrengthening the plan of the earl of Richmond, who 
aimed at the crown by _— Elizabeth, eldeſt mn 
that all hi giga are ef to one hiſtory, Sir Thomas More's 83 Fs _ reſt 
copy him verbatim: and I have ſhown that his account is falſe and improbable. | 
As the roll itſelf is now printed, in the parliamentary hiſtory, vol. 2. I will 
| point out the words that imply Edward the Fifth being alive when the act was 
_ paſſed. * Alſo. it appeareth that all the iſſue; of the ſaid king Edward be 
“ baſtards and unable to inherit or claim any thing by inheritance, by the law 
« and cuſtom of England.” Had Edward the Fifth been dead, would not 
the act indubitably have run thus, were and be baſlards. No, ſays the act, all 
the iſſue are baſtards. Who were rendered uncapable to inherit but Edward 
the Fifth, his brother and ſiſters? Would not the act have ſpecified the 
daughters of Edward the Fourth, if the ſons had been dead ? It was to baſtar- 
Wo the brothers, that the act was calculated and paſſed; and as the, words 
the iſſue comprehend males and ſemales, it is clear that both were intended 
| x 50 baſtardized. I muſt however, impartially « obſerve that Philip de Comi- 
nes ſays, Richard having murdered his nephews, degraded their two ſiſters in 
full parliament. I will not dwell on his miſtake of mentioning 79) ſiſters in- 
ſtead of five; but it muſt be remarked, that neither brothers nor ſiſters being 
ſpecified in the act, but under the general term of king Edward's iſſue, it would 
naturally ſtrike thoſe who were uncertain what Was become of the ſons, that 
this act was levelled againſt the daughters, And as Comines did not write 
till ſome years after the event, he could not well help falling into that miſtake. | 
For my own part I know not how to believe that Richard would have paſſed 
that act, if he had murdered the two princes. It was' recalling a ſhocking, 
erime, and to little purpoſe; ; for as no woman had at that time ever ſat on the 


© Engliſh throne in "her own Fight, "Richard bad lite reaſon to 1 eee the 
dim ef is neices. * 8 99 37 il eftotttug! n Hut SI; ost 
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of Edward the Fourth. As the houſe of York never roſe 
again, as the reverſe of Richard's fortune deprived him of 
any friend, and as no contemporaries but Fabian and the 
author of the Chronicle have written a word on that period, 
and they, too ſlightly to inform us, it is impoſſible to know 
whether Richard ever took any ſteps to refute the calumny. 
But we do know that Fabian only mentions the deaths of 
the princes as reports, which is proof that Richard never de- 
clared their deaths or the death of either, as he would pro- 
bably have done if he had removed them for his own ſecu- 
rity. The confeſſions of Sir Thomas More and lord Bacon 
that many doubted of the murder, amount to a violent pre- 
ſumption that they were not murdered : and to a proof that 
their deaths were never declared. No man has ever doubted - 
that Edward the Second, Richard the Second, and Henry 
the Sixth periſhed at the times that were given out. Nor 
Henry the Fourth, nor Edward the Fourth thought it would 
much help their titles to leave it doubtful whether their com- 
petitors exiſted or not. Obſerve too, that the chronicle of - 
Croyland, after relating Richard's ſecond: «coronation at 
York, fays, it was adviſed by ſome inthe ſanctuary at Weſt- 
minſter to convey abroad ſome of king Edward's daughters, 
« ut ſi quid dictis maſculis humanitus in Turri contingerat, 
* nihilominus per falvandas perſonas filiarum, regnum ali- 
« quando ad veros rediret hæredes. He ſays not a word of 

" ys 5 the 
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the princes being murdered, only urges the fears of their 
friends that it might happen. This was a living witneſs, very 
bitter againſt Richard, who ſtill never accuſes him of deſtroy- 
ing his nephews, and who ſpeaks of them as living, after the 
time in which Sir Thomas More, who was not then five 
years old, declares they were dead. Thus the parliament 
- roll and the chronicle agree, and both contradict More. 
< Interim & dum hc agerentur (the coronation at Vork) 
4 remanſerunt duo predicti Edwardi regis filir ſub certà de- 
putatà cuſtodia infra Turrim Londoniarum.“ Theſe are 
the e woods of the OT Pp. _ 


4 Richard a the crown His he Aya of his * 
nabe Min dag them to be murdered, would not only 
have ſhown that he did not truſt to that plea, but would 
have / transferred their claim to their ſiſters. And I muſt 
not be told that his intended marriage with his neice is an 
anſwer to my argument; for were that imputation true, 
which is very problematic, it had nothing to do with the 

murder · of her brothers. And here the compariſon and irre- 1 
fragability of dates puts this matter out of all doubt. It was 
not till the very cleſe of his reign that Richard is even ſup- 
poſed: to bave thought of marrying his neice. The deaths 
of his nephews are dated in July or Auguſt 1483. His own - 
ſon did not die till April 1484, nor his. queen till March 

205 og L 3 1485. "I 
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1485. He certainly therefore did not mean to ſtrengthen 
his title by marrying his neice to the diſinheriſon of his on 
ſon; and having on the loſs of that fon, declared his nephew. 
the carl of Lincoln his ſucceſſor, it is plain that he ſtilb 
truſted to the illegitimacy of his brother's children: and in 
no caſe poſſibly to be put, can it be thought that he wiſhed : 
to give ſtrength to the claim of the princeſs Elizabeth, 


Let us now examine the accuſation of his intending to 
marry that neice : one of the conſequences of which inten- 
tion is a vague ſufpicion of paiſoning his wife. Buck ſays 
that the queen was in a languiſhing condition, and that the 
phyſicians declared the could not hold out till April; and he 
affirms having ſeen in the earl of Arundel's library a letter 
written in paſſionate ſtrains of love for her uncle by Eliza- 
beth to the duke of N orfolk, i in Which ſhe expreſſed doubts 
that the month of April would never arrive. What is there 
in this account that looks like poiſon ? Does it not prove 
that Richard would ner haſten the death of his queen? The 
tales of poiſoning ſor a time certain are now exploded; nor 
is it in nature to believe that the princeſs could be impaticat 
to marry. him, if ſhe knew or thought he had murdered her 
brothers. Hiſtorians tell us that the queen took much to 
heart the acath of her ſon, and! never got over it. Had Rich- 
ard been eager to wed his neice, and had his character been 


i 5 0 

as itmpetuouſly wicked as it is repreſented; he would not have 
let the forward princeſs wait for the flow. decay of her rival; 
nor did he think of it till nine months after the death of his 
ſon; which ſhows it was only to prevent Richmond's mar- 
rying her. His declaring his nephew his ſucceſſor, implies 
at the ſame time no thought ef getting rid of his queen, 
though he did not expect more iſſue from her: and little as 
Buck's authority is regarded, a cotemporary writer confirms 
the probability of this ſtory. The Chronicle of Croyland 
fays, that at * the Chriſtmas feſtival, men were ſcandalized 
at ſeeing the queen and the lady Elizabeth drefled in robes 
fimilar and equally royal. I ſhould ſuppoſe that Richard 
learning the projected marriage of Elizabeth and the earl of 
Richmond, amuſed the We princeſs with the * of 
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0: 68 Per 4 feſta natglia, 1 aut tripudiis, vadiſque mutktoriis vellm 
&3 Ann reginæ atque dominæ Elizabeth, primogenitæ defuncti regis, eiſdem 
_ «© colore & forma diſtributis nimis intentum eſt ; dictumque a multis eſt, ipſum 
regem aut expectatã morte reginæ aut per divortium, matrimonio cum dicta 
ce Elizabeth contrahendo mentem omnibus modis applicare,“ p. 572. If Richard 
projected this match at Chriſtmas, He was not likely to let theſe intentions be 
perceived ſo early; nor to wait till March, if he did not łnaw that the queen was 
incurably . The Chronicle. ſays, ſhe died pt. a languiſhing diſtemper. D id 
that look like poiſon ? ? Tt is ſcarce neceſſary to ſay that a difpenſation from 
the pope was in that age held fo clear a ſolution of all obſtacles to the marriage 
of near relations, and was ſo eafily to be obtained or purdhaſed by (great 
prince, that Richard would not have been thought by his, feng to 
have incurred any guilt, even if he had propofed t to wed his neice, which how- 
ever is fat from W clear to have been his intentten nx 
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by makivig. bak his queen; and that 3 feared that alli- 
ance, is plain from his ſending her to hs caſtle Eo Sheriff- 
.. Hutton on the landing of Richmond. 0 1 10 90 
. Soon 
5 1 he behaviour of the queen dowager muſt alſo be aatived. 
She was ſtripped by her ſon-in-law Henry of all her poſſeſ- 
ſions, and confined to a monaſtery, for delivering up her 
daughters to Richard. Hiſtorians too are laviſi in their cen- 
ſures on her for conſenting to beſtow her daughter on the 
murderer of her ſons and brother. But if the murder of 
her ſons is, as we have ſeen, moſt uncertain, this ſolemn 
charge falls to the ground : and for the deaths of her brother 
and lord Richard Grey, one of her elder ſons, it has already 
appeared that ſhe imputed them to Haſtings. It is much 
more likely t that Richard convinced her he had not murdered 
her ſons, than that ſhe delivered up "her daughters to him 
believing it. The rigour exerciſed on her by Henry the 
Seventh on her countenancing Lambert Simnel, evidently ſet: 
up to try the temper, of the nation in favour of ſome prince- 
of the houſe, of Vork, is a violent preſumption that the 
queen dowager believed her ſecond ſon living: : and notwith- 
OG all the endeavours of Henry to diſcredit Perkin. 
Warbeck, it will remain highly probable that many more 
1 who! ought to know the truth, believed ſo likewiſe ; and chat 
fact I ſhall examine nekt. 


.: It 


-t it 7 J 4 
ile It qyas. in the ſecond year o of Henry the Seventh that Lam- 
bert Simnel appeared. This youth firſt pelſonated Richard 
duke of York, then Edward earl of Warwick ; and” Was 
undoubtedly an impoſtor. Lord Bacon owns that it Was 


* 
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vhiſpered everywhere, that at leaſt one of the children of 
Edward the Fourth was living. Such whiſpers prove two 
things; one, that the murder was very uncertain: the ſe- 
cCond, that it would bave been very dangerous to diſprove 
the murder; Henry being at leaſt as much intereſted as 
Richard had been to have the children dead. Richard had 
ſet them aſide as baſtards, and thence had a title to the 
crown; but Henry was himſelf the iſſue of a baſtard line, 
and had no title at all. F action had ſet him on the throne, 
and his match with the ſuppoſed heireſs of York induced 
wee nation to wink at the defect in bis « own blood. The 


ben £ 10 was che young. duke 25 Teer | Rac 
mately ſprung - from the youngeſt fon of Edward the 
Third; whereas, Henry came of the ſpurious ſtock of 
John of Gaunt. Lambert Simnel appeared before Henry 
had had time to diſguſt the nation, As he did afterwards, by 
his tyranny, ervelty,, and exattions.” But what was [moſt 


remarkable, the queen dowager tampered i in this plot. Is 
it to be believed, t that mere turbulence and a reſtleſs ſpirit 
could in a year's time influence that 5 Woman to throw the. N 
| LAM ns | nation | 
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nation again into & civil war, and attempt to dethrone ber 
own daughter? ? And in fayour of whom ? Of the iſſue. 
of Clarence, whom ſhe had contributed to have put to death, 
or in favour of an impoſtor? There is not common ſenſe. 
in the ſuppoſition. No; ſhe certainly knew or believed that 
Richard, her ſecond fon, had eſcaped and was. living, and 
Was glad to overturn the uſurper without riſking her child. 
The plot 1 failed, and the queen dowager was r up, where : 
ſhe remained till her death, « in priſon, * poverty, and 
e ſolitude.” The king trumped up a filly accuſation of 
her having delivered her daughters out of ſanctuary to king 
Richard, which proceeding,” ſays the noble hiſtorian, ; 
«, being even at that time taxed for rigorous and undue, 
«© makes it very probable there was ſome greater matter 
« againſt her, which the king, upon reaſon of policie, and | 
« to avoid envy, would not publiſh,” | How. truth ſometimes 
eſcapes from the moſt courtly pens! | What interpretation, 
can be put on theſe words, but that the king found the 
queen dowager was privy to the eſcape at leaſt or exiſtence | 
of her ſecond ſon, and ſecured her, leſt ſhe ſhould bear 
teſtimony to the truth, and foment inſurrections in his fa- 
vour Lord Bacon adds, 56 It is likewiſe no ſmall argu- 


*© ment that here was ſome ſecret in it; for that the prieſt 
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9 81 non hirn ſelf (cho ſet LaniBert to work) after he was 
<itaket, was never brought to execution; no, not ſo much 
(6 48 t to publicke triall, bat was only ut 0 up Ub in a dun- 
« geon. Adde to this, that after the earl of fRrelg! (a 
e principal perſon” of the houſe of York) was flaine in 
« Stokeficld, the king opened himſelf to ſome of his coun- 


« cell, that he was ſorie for the earl's death, ' becauſe by 
*« him (he ſaid)! he might have known the bottom of his 
6 anger.” | 


The earl of Lincoln had been declared heir to the « crown 
by Richard, and therefore certainly did not mean to ad- 


1 


vance Simnel, an impoſtor, to it. It will be inſinuated, 
and lord Bacon attributes that motive to him, that the earl 
of Lincoln hoped to open a a way to the crown for himſelf. 
It might! be lo; Rill "that will not account for Henry s wiſh, 
that the earl had been  faved., 'On the contrary, one dan- 
gerous competitor was removed by his death ; and there- 
fore when Henry wanted to. have learned the bottom of his 
danger, it is plain he referred to Richard duke of York, of 
whoſe fate he was il in in © 6ubt *. : He e a was; 3 "why : 
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* The nl of f Lineoln n affurely d da r not mean Neun his a Richard 
by whom he had been declared heir to the crown. One ſhould therefore be 
glad to know what account he gave of the eſcape of the young duke of York. 
Is it probable that the earl of Lincoln gave out, that the elder had been mur- 

dered ? 
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elſe was it thought dangerous to viſit or ſee the queen e dows- FR 
ager after her impriſonment, as. lord Bacon owns it was = 
«« For that act, continues he, the kipg ſuſtained great Fi: 
« obloquie ; which nevertheleſs (beſides the reaſon of ſtate) * 
„ was ſomewhat ſweetened to him by a great confiſcation.” 
Excellent prince! This is the man in whole favour Rich- 
ard the Third is repreſented as a monſter Wy 8178 

« For Lambert, the king would tiot takes his life,” con- 
tinues Henry's biographer, both out of magnanimitie” (a E 
moſt proper picture of ſo mean a mind I) and likewiſe 
* out of wiſdom, thinking that if he ſuffered death he 
would be forgotten too ſoon ; but being kept alive, hs 
would be a continual ſpectacle; and a kind of ban 
* againſt the lie inchantments of people in time to come“ 
What ! do lawful princes live in dread of a doc r 
nen * Oh! no; ; but en das what he a . 


dered? It is more n, to . 5 * wy aſſerted he child. 
had been conveyed away by means of the queen dowager or ſome other 
friend ; ; and before 1 conclude this examination, that Ti think will appear moſt 


| probably to have been the caſe. * „ el 3 5 1 


* Henry had ſo great a diſtruſt of his right to the crown, that in his ſecond 
year he obtained a bull from pope Innocent to qualify the privileges of ſanctu- 
aries, in which was this remarkable clauſe, + That if any took ſanctuarie for. 
<« caſe. of treaſon, the king might appoint, him, keepers, to look to Aim in 8 
c ſanctuarie.“ Lord Bacon, p. 39, HE 
En babes | fear. 
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fear; and he hoped by keeping up the memory of. Simnel's 
impoſture, to diſcredit the true duke of York, as another 
Puppen when ever he ſhould really appear. 


That appearance did not happen. till ſome years after- 
wards, and in Henry's eleventh year. Lord Bacon has 
taken infinite pains to prove a ſecond impoſture ; and yet 
owns, “that the king's manner of ſhewing things by 
« peices and by darke lights, hath ſo muffled it, that it 
t hath left-it almoſt a myſterie to this day. What has he 
left a myſtery ? and what did he try to muffle ? Not the 
impoſture, but the truth. Had ſo politic a man any intereſt 
to leave the matter doubtful? Did he try to leave it fo ? 
On the contrary, his diligence to detect the impoſture was 
prodigious. Did he publiſh his narrative to obſcure or elu- 
cidate the tranſaction ? Mas it his manner to muffle any 
point that he could clear up, eſpecially when it behoved 
him to have it cleared? When Lambert Simnel firſt per- 
ſonated the earl of Warwick, did not Henry exhibit that 
poor prince on a Sunday throughout all the principal | ſtreets 
of London? Was he not conducted to Paul's ctoſs, and 
| openly examined by the nobility ? © which did in effect 
% marre the pageant in Ireland.“ „ Was not Lambert him- 
ſelf taken into Henry's ſervice, ad kept in his court for the 
ſame * In mot, What did Henry ever muffle and 
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Liſguile but the put and ved was” his e ode ſo 
different in the caſes of Lambeit and Perkin, if their daſes 


were not totally different? No doubt remains on the for- 


mer; the groſs falſhoods and contradictions in which Henry's 


account of the latter is involved, make it evident that he 


himſelf could never detect the impoſture of the latter, if it 


was one. Dates, which every hiſtorian has neglected, again 
come to our aid, and cannot be controverted. : IT 


Richard Juke of York was born in 1474. Perkin War- 


buck was not heard of before 1495, when duke Richard 
would have been Twenty-one. Margaret of Vork, ducheſs 


dowager of Burgundy, and ſiſter of Edward the Fourth, 
is ſaid by lord Bacon to have been the Juno who perſecuted 


the pious Aneas, Henry, and ſet up this phantom againſt 
him. She it was, ſay the hiſtorians, and ſays Lord Bacon, 
p. II, * Who informed Perkin of all tlie circumſtances 
* and particulars that concerned the perſon of Richard 
<« duke of Vork, which he was to act, deſeribing unto him 


the perſonages, lincaments, and features of the king 
a « and, queen, his pretended parents, and of his brother 
and ſiſters, and divers others that were neareſt him in 
5 his childhood; together with all paſſages, ſome ſecret, 


ce ſome common, that were fit for a child's s memory, until 
the death of king Edvard. . Then ſhe added the parti- 
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« culars of the time, be, He king's death, until he and 
Ff bis brother were committed to the Tower, as well during 
the time he was Abroad, as While he was in ſanctuary. As 
c for the times while he was in the Tower, and the man- 
ner of his brother's death, and his own- eſcape, ſhe knew 
oy they were things that verie few could controle : and there- 
«fore ſhe taught him only to tell a ſmooth and likely tale of 
thoſe matters, warning him not to vary from it.“ In- 
deed Margaret muſt in truth have been a uno, a divine 
power, if ſhe could give all theſe inſtructions to purpoſe. 


Tllis paſſage is ſo very important, the whole ſtory depends 


ſo much upon it, that if I can ſhow the utter impoſſibility 
of its being true, Perkin will remain the true duke of York 
for any thing we can prove to the contrary ; and for Henry, 


Sir Thomas More, lord Bacon, and their copyiſts, it will 


een * any longer credit to e e 
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1 have Hig Wat duke Richard wos bomm i- no Unter- 


ee aunt Margaret was married out of England in 
1467, ſeven years before he was born, and never returned thi- 
ther. Was not ſhe ſingulatly capable of deſeribing to Perkin, 
her nephew, whom ſhe had never ſeen? How well in- 
formed was the of the times of his childhood, and of all 
paſſages relating to his brother and fiſters! Oh! but ſhe 


had Eögliſm refugees about Ber. She muſt have had many. | 


and thoſe of molt intimate contie&ton with the court, if ſhe 
Sie M 2 and 
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and Ader could compoſe a erbte! ſtory for Pekin, | 
that was to take in 


1181720 h 3 
the mo moſt , winute palfages "£46 many 


years “. Who informed e that ſhe miglit inform 


lin, of what paſſed. in anctuary? Ay; and HD told 


= 48 what paſſed i in the Tower? Let the warmeſt aſſerter of 


the impoſture anſwer that queſtion, and I will give up all 
I have ſaid in this work; IM yes, all. Föreff was dead, and 


the ſuppoſed prieſt; Lir James Tirrel, and Dighton, were 


3k 


; in Henry's hands, p Lad they trumpeted about the ſtory 


by of their own guilt and . till en After Pexkin's 


e ehildren of ine 1. e prince of Walks were born. are en 124 


than the Hague and yet who thinks that ſhe 5 i e 5 iolkkuckted a Dutch 
lad in ſo many paſlages « of the courts of her father and 


not have been detected in an hour's Rag crmtuateren;yeat at lea had 
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It would have required half the court of Edward the Fours to frame a 


ednſiſtent legend. Loet us ſtate this in a manner that muſt ſtrike our appre- 


henſion. The late pri ceſs royal was married ot of England, befare any of 
farther 


r, that he Would 


delapfed ſince Margaret had been in the ourt of England. The marguis of Dor- 


ſet, the earl of Richmond | himſelf, and. moſt, of the fugitives had ven” fefuge i in 


Bretagne, not with Margaret ; and yet was fhe ſo informed of evety trifling 


19 ſtory, even thoſe of the nutſety, that ſhe was able to poſe Henry himſelf, 


and reduce him to invent a tale that had. nof, a ſhadow of probability in it. 
Why did he not convict Perkin out of his ' own mouth 7 Was it ever pre- 


tended that Perkin failed in his part? That was the ſureſt and beſt proof of 
his being an impoſtor. Could not the whole court, the whole kingdom of 
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England, ſo croſs- examine xhis F lemiſh youth, as to catch him in one lie? 
21:17N@; lord Bacon's Jung had ins ired hj 


with full knowledge of all that had 


paſſed i in the laſt twenty years. 1 RIVA aret was Juno, be ho ſhall anſwer 
© theſe queſtions ſatisfactorily, * erit mihi magnus Apollo.“ 


appearance, 


$1 
| "Th ) 
«111 APPFACANCE, Fo ound it neceſſary to publiſh it? Sir James Tir- 


vcd] apd, Dighton had certainly ever gone tithe court of Bur- 
1111 guĩdy to make a in a | merit 77605 Mirgite 6 of havin g murdetred her 
[onephews... How. came ſhe to \know a ac cearately and authentically 
7- atale which.no.mortal eile knew * Did Perkin or did he not 
Ie cCorreſpond in his narrative v with Tirrel and Dighton 7 If he 
ba did, how, az, it poffiple fo for 51 r him t to Know it If he did 
not, is it morally credible that Henry w 15 would nöt have made 
thoſe variations public 2 If Edward the the Fifth v was murdered, 


and the duke of Vork ſaxed, Perkin — know it but 
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by being the latter. If he did not know it, what was ſo ob- 
” : Wi as h his detection? & 2 Abe big to be the 


N HT EBWIBVoI 2 8 305 
0 0 Diebe En. Wh Heury 5 5 Tice,” and 
e een 110 
ighton, in h. PO power, t 7 n e -to 45 but ta con- 


wy front thera,” and derm beſloce was detected. 5 would' __ 
1 5 have been 1 ſufficicit that” Margaret had enjoined, him, % rell 
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dell a likely tale; nor was a likely, tale. £n9u ugh, 'Of matters 
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Sun Ser why was Pe rkin, never c confronted withy the 


27 ancen. dowager, with "Henry's pecan. and, y with the 
een 2 © Why were e they ne never aſked,. Is this 
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your ſon ? Is this your brother ? Was Hoary afraid to truſt 
to their natural emotions? Yet * he himſelf,” ſays lord 
Bacon, p. 186, © ſaw him ſometimes out of a Window, or 
in paſſage.” This implies that the queens and \princeffes 
never did ſee him'; and yet they ſurely were the perfoin 


4 4 
Who could beſt detect the counterfeit, if he had been one. 

nail. 
Had the young man made a voluntary, coherent, and credible 
13 : 11811 tn 1 


confeſſion, no other evidence of his impoſture would be 
wanted; but failing that, we cannot help alking, Why. the 
obvious means of detection were not employed ? Thoſe 
means having been omitted, our r ſuſpicions remain in a full 


wt a &. 


force. 


Henry, who thus neglected every means of confounding 
the impoſtor, took every ſtep he would have done, if con- 
vinced that Perkin was the true duke of Yor k. His uth 10ſt 
induſtry was exerted in ſifting to che bottom of the plot, in 
learning who was engaged in the conſpiracy, and in de- 
taching 1 the chief ſupporters. It is aid, though not affir- 
matiyely, that to procure confidence to, his ſpies, he cauſed 
them | to be folemnly curſed, at Paul 8 croſs, buy Certain it is, 
that, by their information, he came to the, knowledge, not 
of the impoſture, but of what rather tended to prove that 
Perkin was a genuine Plantagenet :, I mean, ſuch a liſt-of 
great men actually in his court and in truſt about his perſon, 
tne: no wonder he was ſeriouſly alarmed: Sir Robert Clif- 
1 Ie” | ford, 


1 571 


be was poſitive that the claimant was the very, identical 
duke of Vork, fon of Edward the Fourth, whom he had 
ſo often ſeen, and was perfectly acquainted with, This 


man, Clifford, was bribed back to Henry's ſervice ; ; and 


what was the conſequence | ? He accuſed Sir William Stapley, 
{lord Chamberlain, the very man who had ſet the crown on 
Henry' s head in Boſworth field, and own brother to the earl 


of Derby, the then actual huſband of Henry's mother, of 
being in the conſpiracy ? This Was indeed eſſential to 


Henry to know); but what did it proclaim to the nation? 


What could ſtagger the allegiance. of ſuch truſt and ſuch 
.connexions, but the firm perſuaſion that Perkin was, the 
[true duke of York? A ſpirit | of faction and giſguſt has 
even in later times burried men into treaſonable combina- 
Lions ; but however Sir William Stanley might be atis 
fed, as not thinking himſelf adequately rewarded, yet 18 it 
credible that he ſhould riſk ſach favour, ſuch riches, as lord 
Bacon allows he poſſeſſed, on the wild bottom of a 1 lemiſh 
counterfeit? T he lord Fitzwalter a and other great: men iq 
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fered in the fame cauſe ; „ WS x which! 18 Wars able, the r 
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was executed at Calaisinother preſütnption that Henry 
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would not venture to have his idendE7 made public. x And 
dee preſumption of all is, "Re not one 1 the fuf⸗ 
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5 | * A gentleman of fame and, family, on * 
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oct 275 who had fed, to Margaret, wrote to ae that 


ſerers 
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ferers is pretended to have recanted ; they all died then in 
the perſuaſion that they had engaged in a righteous cauſe. 
When peers, knights of the garter, privy councellors, ſuffer. 
death, from conviction of a matter of which they were pro- 
per judges (for which of them but muſt know their late 
maſter's ſon ?) it would be raſh indeed in us to affirm: that 
they laid down their lives for an Gn pole: and 4 with 
a lie in their mouths. | | : 


What can be ſaid againſt king James of Scotland, who 
beſtowed a lady of his own blood in marriage on Perkin? 
At war with Henry, James would naturally ſupport his ri- 
val, whether genuine or ſuppoſititious. He and Charles the 
Eighth both gave him aid and both gave him up, as the wind 
of their intereſt ſhifted about. Recent inſtances of ſuch con- 
duct have been ſeen ; but what prince has gone ſo far as to 
ſtake his belief in a doubtful cauſe, by facrificing a den 5 
of his own blood in 2 confirmation. of 1 it 7 FTE aroibata 


But it is needleſs to multiply prefumptions. Henry's 
conduct and the narrative * he publiſhed; are ſufficient to 
ſtagger every impartial: : reader. Dat Bacon confine the 


* To what 2880 arbitrary power dares to trifle with TY: common ſenſe of 
mankind as been ſeen in Portugueſe and Kuſhan manifeſtos. | 
| king 


II 
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® 1 
ting did himſelf no good by the publication of that narrative, 


and that mankind was aſtoniſhed to find no mention in it of 


the ducheſs Margiret's machinations. But how could lord 


Bacon ſtop there? Why did he not conjecture that there was 
no proof of that tale? What intereſt had Henry to manage 
a widow of Burgundy He had applied to the archduke 
Philip to baniſh Perkin: Philip replied, he had no power 
over the lands of the ducheſs's dowry. It is therefore moſt 
credible that the ducheſs had ſupported Perkin, on the per- 
fuaſion he was her nephew; and Henry not being able to 
prove the reports he had ſpread-of- her having trained up an 
impoſtor, choſe to drop all mention of Margaret, becauſe 
nothing was ſo natural as her ſupporting the heir of her 
houſe. On the contrary, in Perkin's confeſſion, as it was 
called, and which though preſerved by Grafton, was ſup- 


preſſed by lord Bacon, not only as repugnant to his lordſhip's 


account, but to common ſenſe, Perkin affirms; that hav- 


© ing failed to Liſbon i ina ſhip with the lady Brampton, who, 
© lord Bacon ſays, was ſent by Margaret to conduct him 


mn thither, and. from thence having reſorted to Ireland, it was 


* 
rg 


©, 


40 that he was the duke of Y ork.” But the contradictions 
both i in x lord Bacon 8 account, a0 in Henrys 8 narrative, are 


3 15 a irreconcilcable 


at Cork that they of the town firſt chreaped upon him that | 
e he was ſon of the duke of Clarence; and others afterwards; | 
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itreconcileable and inſurmountable: the former ſolves the 
likenefs *, which is allowin g the likeneſs, of Perkin tb Edward 


the Fourth, by fuppoſing that the king had an  iftrigue with 


his mother; of which he gives this filly relation that Per- 
kin Warbeck, whoſe ſurname it ſeems was Peter Obbeck, 
was ſon of a Flemiſh converted Jew (of which Hebrew ex- 
traction Perkin ſays not a + word in his confeſſion) who | 
with his wife Kathetine: de Faro come to London on buſineſs; 
and ſhe producing a fon, king Edward, in conſideration of 
the converſion, or intrigue, ſtood godfather to the child and 
gave him the name of Peter.” 'Can one help laughing at be- 
ing told that a king called Edward gave the name of Peter 
to his godſon ? But of this transftetation and chriſtening 
Perkin, 1 in his ſuppoſed confeſſion, ſays not a word, nor pre- 
tends to have ever ſet foot in England, till he landed there 
in Purſuit aß the crown; and yet an Engliſh birth and ſome 


tay, though i in his very childhood, was a better way c of ac- bi 


counting | for the purity of his accent, than. either of the pre- 
peſteroiis tales produced ” lord Bacon or by ee „ee 


„ Abthis that eßche Ieneli is not dutbottzdd "oy the youth's Ae - 
narrative, the likeneſs'remains meme N er ne i As eee a. 
pate bis N ling er e 1 1 
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7 On l Perkins calls his as Diryck techs; -Diryck 
every body knows is Theodoric, and Theodoric is certainly no Jewiſli appel- 
lation. Perkin too mentions ſeveral of his relations and their employments at 
'Fournay, without any hint of a Hebrew connection. 


former 


f fl, 
former ſays, that Perkin, roving up and down between, Ant. 
werp and | Tournay and other towns, and lying much in, 
Engliſh company; had the Engliſh topgue perfect. Henry, 
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was ſo a afraid of not aſcertaining a 8000 d foundation of 'Perkin's 8. 
Engliſh, accent, that be makes him learn the language. twice 
over 5. „ Being ſent with a mefchant of Turney, called 
62 Berlo, to the mart of Antwerp, the Hid Berlo {et me, 


age Perkin, . th horde in a ſkipngr's hegte, chat dyeled 


ne. 


ce beſide the houſe of the Eogliſh nation. And after this 
cc « the fayd Berlo ſet me wich a a merchant of Middelborogh 
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12302, batogayt zid 

7 1 ks his to ban the Engliſh language, 75 DOG 21d 0 he had 1a 
before Makel the Engliſh nation, and the name of his maſtet was Tok Strewe, 25 
which ſeems to be an Engliſh appellation: but there is-a ſttonger reaſon for 0 
believing it means the Engliſh language, which is, that a Flemiſh lad is not, 
ſet to learn his own language; though even this abſurdity i is advanced in this 
ſame pretended confeſſion, Perkin affirming that his mother, after he had 
dwelled ſome time in Tournay, ſent him to Antwerp to learn Flemiſn. Jf/L 
am told by a very improbable ſuppoſition, that French was his native language 
at Toumay, that he learned Flemiſh at Antwerp, and Dutch at Middlehurg, 
ill. deſue the ohjector to caſt his eye on the map, and conſider the ſmall 
diſtance between Tournay, Middleburg, and Antwerp, and to reflect that the 
preſent United Provinces were not then divided from the reſt of Flanders; and 
then to decide whether tlie dialects ſpoken at — ard Middle 


burg.were ſo different in that age, that ĩt was-neceſiaryto be ſet to lentn them 


all: ſepatately. aH this e e e will remain, tirat 
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«, dwelled from Chriſtmas to Eaſter; and then I went into 


« Portyngale. One does not learn, any language very per- 
| . — and with a good, nay, undiſtinguiſhable accent, be- 
tween, Chriſtmas and Eaſter ; but here let us pauſe. If this 
fem was true, the other relating to the ducheſs Margaret 


was falſe; 3, and then how came Perkin by ſo. accurate a 


ATE 1 03 


knowledge of the Engliſh court, that he did not faulter, nor 
"could be detected i in his tale? If the confeſſion was 244 true, 


it remains that it was trumped up by Henry, and then, Per- 
kin muſt be allowed che true gabe opt. 


Nena er 
41141 111 


EA Nil | ut dt 
But the 3 cpr AN of follows: 8 p « It was 3 a 


« wh land, . ſays Perkin, in, this very narrative and confeſſion, 


« that againſt my will they made me to learne Engliſh, and 
taught me what I ſhould do and fay.” Amazing ! what 


forced" bim! to learn "Engliſh, after, as he ſays bine If in 


10117 


2 


Peikin learned F lemiſhin or Engliſh twice over. 12 am indifferent 1 for 
til there will remain a contradiction in the confeſſion. And if Engliſh is not 


meant in the paſſage above, it will only produce a greater difficulty, -whichais, 
2 that Perkin at the age of twenty learned to ſpeak Engliſh in Ireland with ſo 
good an accent, that all England could not diſcover the cheat. I muſt be 
anſwered too, Why lord Bacon rejects the youth's own confeſſion and fubſti- - 
tutes another in its place, which makes Perkin born in England, though in 


his pretended: confeſſion Perkin affirms the contrary. Lord Bacon too con- 
ums my interpretation of the paſſage in queſtion, by ſaying that Perkin roved 
up and down between Antwerp and other towns in F landers, living web i in 
Engliſh company, and having the * . perfect, p- 115. 


the 
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Ahe very ſue pages he had learnt it at Antwerp tw hat 
an itnpudenee Was there in royal power to dare to obtrude 
ſubh ffuff on the werld! Vet this confeffiof, as it is called, 
Was the pber yeung man forced t to read at his execution H 
doubt In drbad of worſe torture! Mr. Hume, though he 
queſtions it, 6wns that it was believed by torture to have 
deen drawn from him. What matters how it was obtained, 
bt Whether ever obtained; it Could dbt”1 be true: : and as 
| Henty could put together no more plauſible & account, com- 
miſeration will ſhed a tear over 4 hapleſs youth, ſacrificed to 
the fury and jealouſy of an uſurper, and in all probability t the 
-viRtith'6f a tyrant; who has made the world believe that the 


duke of York, executed by his on Orders, Bad been pre- 
b vioully murdered by his preiecemt wow you gs 
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Me Mr. * to whoſe anden all reſpect is due, tells me.he-thinks.nas men- 


iS being made of Perkin's title in the Corniſh rebellion under the lord Aude- 


2 is a ſtrong preſumption that the nation was not perſuaded of his being the 
true duke of Vork. This argument, which at moſt is negative, ſeems tor me 
does its weight, when it is remembered, that this was an inſurrection oc 
-Goned by a poll-tax : that the rage of the people was directed againſt arch- 
viſhop Morton and Sir Reginald Bray, the ſuppoſed authors of the prievance. 
An inſurrection againſt a tax in a ſouthern county, in which no mention is 


made of a pretender to the crown, is ſurely not ſo forcible''a preſutnption 


"ooh him, as the. perſuaſion of the northern counties that he was the true 
beir, is an argument in his favour. Much leſs can it avail againſt ſuch power- 


ful eyidence as J have Wen to PO all that Henry could produce 
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T have thus, 1 flatter wyſelf "BR the diſcovery of new 


authorities, from the compariſon of dites, from fair Cohſe- 


"quences and arguments, and without Araiking | or wteſting 


1 41 50 4 


probability, proved all 1 pretended" to Prove 3 not a Wo- 


theſis of Richard's univerfal'i innocence, but this aſſertion with 
which I ſet out, that we have no reaſons, no authority for 
believing by fat the greater part of the crimes charged on 
him. I have convicted hiſtorians of partiality, abſurdities, 
contradictions, and falſhoods ; ; and though I have deſtroyed 
their credit, I have ventured to eſtabliſh no peremptory « con- 


cluſion of my own. What did really Happen i in fo dark a 


period, it would be raſh” to affirm. The coronation and 


*-4 {| ® 3 


parliament rolls have aſcertained a few facts, either totally 
unknown, or miſrepreſented by hiſtorians. Time may 


bring other monuments to light * : : but one thing is ſure, 


that ſhould any man hereafter Preunte to repeat the fame 


improbable tale © on no better grounds that it has been hither- 


81 


to urged, he muſt ſhut his eyes againſt conviction, and pre- 


fer ridiculous tradition to the ſcepticifm due to moſt points 
F 74 1690 
of hiltory, and to none more than to that 3 in queſtion, 


4 2121087 51 Hou won 7 91109 21 H 
101 Babe little A wy ä — the 
pero of Richard and N my of 1 Shore; but Haring! 
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» If diligent. heck was to Is ama in the pablicoſices pu convents;of th 
Flbmtim towns ih which the ducheſs Margaret reſided, 11 N not deſpair hs | 
new lights being gained to that part of but hiſto 1985 DIW S091 
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run counter to a very valuable modem hiſtorian and friend 


af my own, I muſt, hoch make ſome apology for him, and f 
ſelf for dilagreeing with bim. When. Mr. Hume yon 


11 


{.3f 
lg bis r reigns of Edward the Fifth, Richard the Third, 


and He! ary, the Seventh, the coronation roll had not come to 


licht. The ſtream of hiſtorians concurred, to make him 
take this portion of our ſtory for granted. Buck had been 
given up as an advancer c of f paradoxes, a and nobody but Carte 
had dared to controvert the popular belief. Mr. Hume 
treats Carte $ doubts AS. whimſical. 37-1 wonder, he did; 5 hes 
who having, fo cloſely examined. our hi tory, had diſcovered 
how very fallible many of. its authorities are. Mt, Hume 


himſelf had ventured. to conteſt, both the flattering, picture 
drawn of Edward the Firſt, and thoſe. ignominious ee 


of Edward the Second and Richard the Second. „He h 
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diſcovered fromthe Fardera, that Edward the Foun, ll 


ſaid uniyerſally to be priſoner to archbiſhop Neil, Was at 


full liberty and doing acts of royal power, Why was it whim+ 
ſical in Carte t to exerciſe t the ſame ſpirit o of eriticiſn ? ; Mr. 


Hume "could f not but know ow * the characters of 
E liable tobe flattered or miſrepreſented. It is of 


little importance to the World, to Mr. Hume, or to me, 
= Richard's ory: is 25 told or not 2 and in this 


icabls dischen H have nd fear of offending him by dif- 


EP with him. His, abilities and ſagacity 3 not reſt on. 
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the ſhorteſt reign i in our annals. I ſhall therefore attempt 
to give anſwers to the queſtions on which he pins the. credi- 
bility due to the hiſtory of Richard. e wy 


The queſtions are bis 6 1150 not the queen- mother and 
the other heads of the Vork party been fully aſſured of the 
death of both the young princes, would they have agreed to 
call over the earl of Richmond, the head of the Lancaſtrian 
party, and marry him to the princeſs Elizabeth —1 anſwer, 
that when the queen- mother could recall that conſent, and ſend 
to her ſon the marquis Dorſet to quit Richmond, aſſuring 
him of king Richard's favour to him and her houſe, it is im- 
poſſible to ſay what ſo weak and ambitious a woman would 
not do. She wanted to have ſome one of her children on the 
throne, in order to recover her own power. She. firſt en- 
gaged her daughter to Richmond and then to Richard. She 
might not know what was become of her ſons ; ; and yet that 


is no. proof they were murdered. They were out of her 
power, whatever was become of them ; and ſhe was impa- 


tient to rule. If ſhe was fully affured'of their deaths, could 


Henry, after he came to the crown and had married her 
daughter, be uncertain of it? 1 have ſhown that both Sir 
Thomas More and lord Bacon own it remained uncertain, 


and that Henry's account could not be true. As to the heads 
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[91] 
of the Vorkiſts ; how does it appear they concurred i in the 
projected match ? Indeed Who were the heads of that 
party? Margaret ducheſs of Burgundy, Elizabeth ducheſs of 
Suffolk, and her children; did they ever concur in that 
match 2 Did not they to the end endeayour to defeat-and 
overturn it? I hope Mr. Hume will not call biſhop Mor- 


ton, the duke of Buckingham," and Margaret counteſs of 


Richmond, chiefs of the Yorkiſts. . 2. The ſtory told con- 
ſtantly by Perkin of his eſcape is utterly incredible, that 
. thoſe who were ſent to murder his brother, took pity on him 
and granted him his liberty. —Anſwer. We do not know but 
from Henry 8 narrative and the Lancaſtrian hiſtorians. that 
Perkin gave this account +. I am not authorized to believe 
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* The exceſſive affection ſhown by the Northern counties, where the prin- 


cipal ſtrength of the Vorkiſts lay, to Richard the Third while living, and to 
his memory when dead, implies two things; firſt, that. the party did not give 


him up to Henry; ſecondly, that they did not believe he had murdered his 
nephews. Tyrants of that magnitude are not apt to be popular. Examine the 
lift of the chiefs in Henry's army, as ſtated by the Chronicle of Croyland, 


P- 574. and they will be found Lancaſtrians, or very private ier, and 
- but « one das the earl of Oxford, a notes Lancaſtrian. | 


&s 3 og k a ridiculous oration lad t to FO 1 hs Perkin to | 


the king of Scotland, in which this ſilly tale is told. Nothing can be depended 
upon leſs than ſuch orations, almoſt always forged by the writer, and unpardon- 


able, if they paſs the bounds of truth. Perkin, in the paſſage” in queſtion, uſes 
| theſe words: And farther to the entent that my life might be in a ſuretie 


he (the murderer of my elder brother) appointed one to convey me into ſome 


on 1 | ( ſtraunge 


WO (Wh 
| he did, becauſe I find no authority for the murder of the 
elder brother; and if there was, why is it utterly incredible 
that the younger ſhotld have been ſpared? 3. What be- 
came of him during the courſe of ſeven years from his ſup- 
pofed death till his appearance in 1491 —Anſwer. Does 
uncertainty of where a man has been, prove his non- identity 
when he appears again? When Mr. Hume will anfwer half 
the queſtions in this work, I will tell him where Perkin was 

| during thoſe ſevenyears. 4. Why was not the queen-mother, 
] the ducheſs of Burgundy, and the other friends of the fami- 
ly, applied to, during that time, for his ſupport and-educa- 
| | tion? —Anſwer. Who knows that they were not applied 
kt to? The probability is, that they were. The queen's dab- 
bling in the affair of Simnel indicates that ſhe knew her ſon 
= Was alive. And when the ducheſs of Wannen 18 n of 


; | e ſtraunge countrie, where, when J was furtheſt off Sig had de of 
1 comfort, he forſooke me ſodainly (I think he was fo appointed to do) and 
1 left me deſolate alone without friend or knowledge of any reliefe or refuge, 
« &,” WW ould not one think one was reading the tale of Valentine and 
\ © Orſon, or any legend of a barbarous age, rather than the hiſtory. of England, 
when we are told of Hrange countries and ſuch indefinite ramblings, as would 
paſs only in a nurſery | ? Itremains not only a ſecret but a doubt, whether the 
elder brother was murdered: If Perkin was the younger; and knew, certainly 
chat his brother was put to death, our doubt Nu vaniſh : but can it vaniſh: 
on no better authority 1 than this fooliſh oration? Did Grafton heat it pro- 
.._ nounced : ? Did king James vu his kinfironiai nen eee | 
bol ſuch a fable J1 213W 191169084 bas Ao 
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ſdtting Beckin - to Work, it is, amazing that ſhe ſhould 
quoted as knowing nothing about him. 5. Though, the 
ducheſs of Burgundy! at lat acknowledged bim for her ne- 
phew, ſhe had loſt all pretence to authority by her former 
acknowledgement and ſupport of Lambert Simnel, an avow- 
ed impoſtor.— Anſwer. Mr. Hume here makes an unwary 
confeffion by diſtinguiſhing, between Lambert Simnel, an 
avowed impoſtor, and Perkin, whoſe impoſture Was proble- 
matic. But if he was a true prince, the ducheſs could only 
forfeit credit for herſelf, not for him; nor would her pre- 
2 way for her nephew, by firſt playing off and feel- | 
ing the ground by a counterfeit, be an imputation on her, 
but rather a proof of her wiſdom and tenderneſs. , Impoſtors 
are eaſily detected; as Simnel Was, All Henry s art and 
power could, never verify. the cheat of Perkin ; and if the 
latter was aſtoniſhingly adroit, the king was ridiculouſly. 
_ "clumſy. 6. Perkin himſelf confeſſed his impoſture more 
chan once, and read his confeſſion to the people, 3 
ed his conſeſſion at the foot of the gibbet on Which he was 
. executed —Anſwer. J have ſhown that this confeſſion Was 


Wt aukward forgery. that. lord Bacon did not dare to 
. eee it, but invented a new tory, more ſpe- 
Die” Liou dus , but Sau ticom ſtent "Witty prababiliog:: 17. Aſter 


A 


Henry the Eighth's 3cceftion, the title 8 of” the bouſes of 


Vork and Lancaſter were fully "confounded; and there Fe e Was 
| Jain Tb | | O 2 | 
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no longer any neceſſity for defending; Henry the Seventh: and 
his title; yet all thehiſtorians of that time, hen the events! 
were recent, ſome ;of theſe hiſtorians, ſuch as Sir T homas 
More, of the higheſt authority, agtee in treating Perkimas an 
impoſtor,— Anſwer. When Sir Thomas More wrote, Henry 

the Seventh was ſtill aliye; that argument therefore falls 

entirely t to the ground but, there was great neceflity, I will 

not ſay to defend, but eyen to palliate-the titles of both en- 
ry the Seventh and Eighth. The former, all the world 
agrees now, had no title *; the latter had none from his fa- 
ther, and a very defective one from his mother. If the had 
any right, it could only be after her brothers; and it is not 
to be ſuppoſed that ſo jealous a tyrant as Henry the Eighth 
would ſuffer it to be ſaid that his father and mother enjoyed 
the throne to the prejudice of that mother's dee eee 
in whoſe Raad the father had imbrued keen ; ere 


189 4 1 


was to Fen fa ppoſed to e waren: the throne by nr 
a4  Faltr Ions 
* TOOL 0 reduced t 10 o make ge out any tiles to > the eee he catched, 
even at 4 quibble. In the act of attainder, paſſed after his acceſſion, he calls | 
himſelf nephew of Henry the Sixth. He was fo, but it was by his father; Who 
was not of the blood royal. Catharine: of Valois, after bearing Henty the 
Sixth, married Owen Tudor, and had two ſons, Edmund and Jaſper, the for- 
mer of which married Margaret, mother of Henry the. Seventh, and ſo was he - * 
half nephew of Henry the Sixth. On one 66s 1 he bat no er royal, on the. 
other only baſtard blood. | 42088151 Das wants H to ig bl: 
and 
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d abe, as was really the caſe, by baſtardizing his nephews.” 
If they were illegitimnate, ſo was their ſiſter; and if ſhe was, 
what title had ſhe conveyed to her ſon Ten) the Eighth? 
No wonder that both Henrys were Jealous of the earl of Sify 
folk; Mhom one bequeathed to laughter, and the otter ee. 
cuted; for if the children of Edward the Fourth Were f Pu. * 
rious, and thoſe of Clarence attainted, the fret of the date 
of Votk was veſted in the ducheſs of Suffolk and her deſcend- 
ants. The maſſaere of the children of Clarence and the 
ducheſs of Suffolk ſhow what Henry the Eighth thought of 
the titles both of his father and mother . But, ſays Mr. 
Hume, all the hiſtorians of that time agree in treating Per- 
kin as an impoſtor. I have ſhown from their own! mouths 
at they all doubted of it. The reader muſt judge between 
us. But Mr. Hume ſelects Sir Thomas More as the higheſt : 
authority; I have proved that he was the low eſt but not in 
the caſe of Perkin, for Sir Thomas More's hiſtory does het 
go ſo low; yet happening to mention him, He fays, e man; 
commonly called Perkin Warbeck, was, as well with the 
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princes ; as the people,, held to be the Junger fon of Edward... 
the Fourth and that the deaths of the young Ring Edward. 
and of Richard his brother bad come ſo far im queſtion, as fn 
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catethe title ex en of Henry the Seventh, for Panel the Firſt' 9 from 
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are yet in doubt, whether they were deſtroyed or no in the days 
of king Richard. Sir Thomas adhered to the affirmative, re- 
lying as I have ſhown on very bad authorities. But what is. 
a ſtronger argument ad hominem, I can prove that Mr. Hume 
did not think Sir Thomas More good authority; no, Mr. 
Hume was a fairer and more impartial judge: at the very 
time that he quotes Sir Thomas More, he tacitly rejects his 
authority; for Mr. Hume, agreeably to truth, ſpecifies the 
lady Eleanor Butler as the perſon to whom king Edward was 
contracted, and not Elizabeth Lucy, as it ſtands in Sir Tho- 
mas More. An attempt to vindicate Richard will perhaps 


no longer be thought whimſical, when ſo very acute a rea- 


ſoner as Mr. Hume could find no better foundation than 


theſe ſeven queries on which to reſt his condemnation. 


With regard to the. perſon of Richard, it appears to have 
been as much miſrepreſented as his actions. Philip de 
Comines, who was very free ſpoken even on his own maſ- 
ters, and therefore not likely to ſpare a foreigner, mentions 
the beauty of Edward the Fourth; but ſays nothing of the 
deformity of Richard, though he ſaw them together. This 
is merely negative. The old counteſs of Deſmond, who 
had danced with Richard, declared he was the handſomeſt 
man in the room except his brother Edward, and was very 
well made. But what ſhall we ſay to Dr. Shaw, who in 
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| his fermon appealed to the people, whether Richard was not 
the expreſs image of his father's perſon,” who was neither 
| ugly nor deformed? Not all the protector's power could 
have kept the muſcles of the mob in awe and prevented their 
laughing at ſo ridiculous an apoſtrophe, had Richard been 
a little, crooked, withered, hump-back'd monſter, as later 


hiſtorians would have us believe and very idly ? Cannot 
a foul ou ts a fair body? 55 


5 The truth I take to have been this. Richard, who was 
flender and not tall, had one ſhoulder à little higher than 
the other: a defect, by the magnifying glaſſes of party, by 
diſtance of time, and by the amplification of tradition, 
eaſily ſwelled to ſhocking deformity ; for falſhood itſelf ge- 


? nerally pays ſo much reſpect to truth as to make it the baſis 


of i its ße wackere. 


1 have t two reaſons for believing Richard was not well 
made about the ſhoulders. Among the drawings which: I 
_ © purchaſed at Vertue's fale was one of Richard-and his queen, 
of which nothing is expreſſed but the out-lines. There is 
no intimation from whence the drawing was taken; but by 
a collateral direction for the colour of the robe, if not 


copied from a picture, it certainly was from ſome painted 


window; where exiſting I do not pretend to ſay: in this 
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whole work I have not gone beyond my vouchers. Rich- | 


ard's face i is very comely, and correſponds fingularly with 
the portrait of him i in the preface to the Royal and Noble 
Authors. He has a ſort of tippet of ermine doubled about 
his neck, which ſeems calculated to diſguiſe ſome want of 
ſymmetry thereabouts. I have given two * prints of this 
drawing, which is on large folio paper, that it may lead to 
a a diſcovery of the original, if not deſtroyed. e 


My other authority! is John Rous, the; antiquary of War- 
wickſhire, who ſaw Richard at Warwick i in the interval of 
his two coronations, and who deſcribes him thus: Parvæ 
« ſtaturæ erat, curtam habens faciem, incquales humeros, 
dexter ſuperior, ſiniſterque inferior.” What feature in 

this portrait gives any idea of a eb e Or who can 


believe that an eye-witneſs, and ſo minute a painter, would 
have mentioned nothing but the inequality of ſhoulders, if 
Richard's form had been a compound of uglineſs ? Could 
a Yorkiſt have drawn a leſs diſguſting repreſentation? And. 
yet Rous was a vehement Lancaltrian ; and the moment he 
ceaſed to have truth before his eyes, gave into all the virulence 
and forgeries of his party, telling us in another place, * that 
In the prints, the ſingle head is moſt exactly copied from the drawing, 
which is unfiniſhed. - In the double Plate, the reduced bkeneſs of the king 

| could not be ſo perfectly preſerved. 
&« Richard 


[ ns] 


— « Richard remained two years in his mother's womb, and 
t came forth at laſt with teeth, and hair on his ſhoulders.” 

I leave it to. the learned i in the profeſſion to decide whether 
women can go two years with their burden, and produce a 


living infant ; but that this long pregnancy did not prevent 


the ducheſs, his mother, from bearing afterwards, I can 


prove; and could we recover the regiſter of the births of 


her children, I ſhould not be ſurprized to find, that, as ſhe 
was a very fruitful woman, there was not above a year be- 
tween the birth of Richard and his preceding brother Tho- 
mas . However, an ancient +' bard, who wrote after 
Richard was born and — the 1 of his father, tells us, 


„ Michail Iveth yit, büt the üble HH:! © 
Was nne to o him whom God liſt call. | 


W - 


* The VR Lam geing to . gives us. ”_ FO Wed the Jacket: | 


Cecily 8 children were born, thus; Ann duchef of Exeter, Henry, Edward 
the Fourth, Edmund earl of Rutland, Elizabeth ducheſs of Suffolk, Mar- 
garet ducheſs of Burgundy, William, John, George duke of Clarence, Tho- 
mas, Richard the Third, and Urſula. Cox, in his Hiſtory of Ireland, ſays, 


that Clarence v was born i in 1451. Buck computed Richard the Third to have 
fallen at the age of thirty-four or five; but, by Cox's account, he could not be 


more than thirty-two. Still this makes it probable, that their mother bo 


them and their intervening brother Thomas as ſoon as 1 well could one 


| after another. 


2 See Vincent O Errors i in \ Brooke 8 1 p. 643% Wh 
| * 5 Be 


. 
. 
— — — 
— TL terre er er re ore 
_ _ a. LD —·¹¾⅛e A « 


- ky — — — 
— — — — — Z—— — u 


ee OE cnet 


— — to STRESS. _— — — — 


22. ĩ˙0⅜: . NON 
> — _ — 
7 


0 106 


Be it as it "a" this fooliſh tale, with tlie itünebees 
of his being born with hair and teeth; was coined: to inti- 
mate how careful Providence was, when it formed a tyrant, 
to give due warning of what was to be expected. And yet 
theſe portents were far from prognoſticating a tyrant ; for 
this plain reaſon, that all other tyrants have been born with 
out theſe prognoſtics. Does it require more time to ripen'a 
fetus, that is, to prove a deſtroyer, than it takes to form an 
Ariſtides ? Are there outward and viſible ſigns of a bloody 
nature? Who was Handſomer than Alexander, Auguſtus, 
or Louis the Fourteenth? and me” who ever 8 
the ee of Hoe? human blood P97 ont viSienmntb 


TY A 

Having mentioned John k Tiny it is a I mould ſay: 
ſomething more of him, as he lived in Richard's time, and 
even wrote his reign; and yet I have omitted him in the lift 
of coritem porary writers. The truth ĩ is, he was pointed out 
to me after the preceding ſheets were finiſned; and upon in- 
ſpection I found him too deſpicable and lying an author, 
even amongſt monkiſh authors, to venture to quote him, 
but for two facts; for the one of which as he was an eye 
witneſs, and for the other, as it Was dg er ani 
men n r bas ittsrnt . 


1 10 
d ly 7} : 
d 5h} to And 
# , 7 | | 
hs FE 
8918 Of [ 'The: 


a * . 1 F wo 
worded In its pie. + ſ 19 Fl 6 7 1 F _ a Z | e 4 ry 77 # , cz . r * * * © > 1 1 
1 „ * 1141001999001 1 9 4 So... 1 FT "s 1187 
has * 0 9 , % ; > £ 1 


— 


This Johs eh 00 3 as in * Fign. of Ferret the 
F ourth, had retired to the. hermitage of Guy's Cliff, where 


He was a chantry prieſt, and where he. ſpent, the remaining 
part of his life in what he called ſtudying. and writing an- 
tiquities. Amongſt other works, moſt. of which are not 
unfortunately loſt, he compoſed, a hiſtory of the kings of 
England. It begins with the creation, and, is compiled i in- 
diſcriminately from the Bible and from monaſtic writers, 
Moſes, he tells us, does not mention all the cities founded 
before the deluge, but Barnard de Breydenback, dean of 
Mayence, does. With the ſame taſte. he acquaints us, that 
though the Book of Geneſis ſays nothing, of, the matter, 
Giraldus Cambrenſis writes, that Caphera or Ceſara, Noah's I 
niece, being apprehenſive of the deluge, {et out for Ireland, 
where, with three men and fifty women, ſhe; arrived. ſafe 
whthic one 1 0 che caſh eee in * n deſtruction. 
101 2085 3 01 70 

a A hiſtory, Weng nene never r falls wy Fen pu 
omens, judgments, and religious foundations compoſe. t he 
bulk of-the book. The lives and actions of our monarchs, 


andthe great events of their reigns, ſeemed to the author to 
3 0 


18 


(GON 


deſerve little place f in a 4 hiſtory of f g gland. hte lives of 
Henry the Sixth and Edward the oc H, though the author 


lived under both, take up but two pages in Ave, and that 


of Richard the Third, three. We may judge how quali- 


fied ſuch an author was to clear up a period ſo obſcure, or 
What ſecrets could come to his knowledge at Guy's 8 Cliff: 
accordingly! he retails all the vulgar reports « of the times; as 


O1 


that Richard poiſoned his wife, and put bis nephews to 
: death, though he owns few knew in What manner; but 


as he lays the ſcene of their deaths bifore Richard's afrump- 
tion of the crown, it i plain he was the worſt informed of 


all. To Richard he afcribes the death of Henry t the Seth; 


and adds, chat many perſons believed he executed the mur- 


der with his own hands: but he records another circum- 


ſtance that alone "muſt weaken all ſuſpicion of Richard's 
| guilt 1 in that tranſaction. Richard not only cauſed the body 


to be removed from Chertſey, and ſolemnly interred at 


; Windſor, but it was publickly expoſed, and, if we will 
believe the monk, was found almoſt entire, and emitted a 


gracious perfume, though no care had been s to em- 
balm it. Is it credible that Richard, if the murderer, 


would have exhibited this unneceſſary mummery, only to re- 
vive the memory of his own guilt? Was it not rather in- 
a tended to recall the cruelty” of his brother Edward, whoſe | 
children he had ſet aſide, and whom by the compariſon of 


- To : this 


#9 3 


+this act of piety, he Wa to * 1 in the eyes of the 


29816 


people? The very example had been pointed 0 out to him by 
Henry the Fifth, who beſtowed a pompous funeral on Rich- 


a, 
* 


bin the Second, murdered by order of bis father. | 


914 
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= . Indeed. the devotion: of Rous to that Lancaſtrian faint, 
Henty the Sixth, ſeems chiefly, to en ngroſs. his attention, and 


5 


vet. it draus him into a contradict 1 N ; for” having faid that 


3110 n 


the murder of Henry the Sixth had made Richard deteſted 
| by. all nations Who heard of it, he adds, two pages after- 


Wards, that an embaſſy arriped a at © Warwick (while Richard 
81g 21 11 

kept bis court chere) from the +. king of Spain, to propoſe 

I this cmbally | Rous 


2 marriage between their children. | 
| pf a. proper witneſs : : Guy's Cliff, 1 think, is bot four miles 


from, Warwick ; and he 1s too circumſtantial on what paſſed 
there not to have been on the ſpot... In other reſpedts he 


- 2 *p v5 ©, 4 333 
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This is not a mere e random conjecture, but corroborated by thee, in- 
ſtance of like addreſs, He disforeſted a large circuit, which Edward had an- 
nexed to the foreſt of Whichwoode, to the great e of ae * 
f This we are told by Rous'himſelf, p. 216. J-£UOiIR 
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1 "Naas ſays, that an  embaſſador 55 aft queen. 10 Sin A preſenne at 
Riche Au Tork. Nds Himtelf owns; that, amidſt a great con- 


courſe of nobility that attended the king at Vork, Was the duke of Albany, 


brother of the king of Scotland. Richard therefore appears not to o have been 
h ; 
10 W py cithe er r the Te of Spain or r Scotland. NE a 
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ſeems inclined to be impartial, x 
ala acts of n ER 


But there is one ce. BPO beſides * eng 
neſs and credulity of the man, renders his teſtimony ex- 
ceedingly ſuſpicious. After having ſaid; that, / he may, 
ſpeak truth in Richard's favour f, he muſt. own that, though 
ſmall in ſtature and ſtrength, Richard was a noble knight, 
and defended himſelf to the laſt breath with eminent valour, 
the monk ſuddenly turns, and apoſtrophizes Henry the Se 
venthz to whom he had dedicated his work, and whom he 
flatters to the beſt of his poor abilities; but, above all things, 
for having beſtowed the name of Arthur on his eldeſt ſon, : 
who, this injudicious and over-haſty prophet, foreſees, will. 
reſtore the glory of his great anceſtor of the ſame name, , 
Had Henry chriſtened his ſecond fon Merlin, I do not doubt 
but poor Rous would have had ſtill more divine viſions 
about Henry the Eighth, though born to Hake half the 


anne of ee 5 FRE 8 L961, 


In 3 no 8 can ar de ee on an a author ot ſuch e a 
frame of mind, ſo removed from the ſcene of action, and 
ſo devoted to the Welſh intruder on the throne. .. Super- ; 


4 Attamen ſi ad ejus honorem veritatem di 
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added to tits capacity and defects, he had prejudices or at- 
tachments of a private nature: he had ſingular affection 
for the Beauchamps, earls of Warwick, zealous Lan- 
caſtrians, and had written their lives. One capital crime 
that he imputes to Richard is the Inpriſonment of his 
mother-in- law, Ann Beauchamp counteſs of Warwick, 
mother of his queen. It does ſeem that this great lady 
was very hardly treated; but I haye ſhown. from the Chro- 
nicle of Croyland, that it was Edward the Fourth, not 
Richard, that ſtripped her of her poſſeſſions. She was 
widow too of that turbulent Warwick, the king-maker; 
and Henty the Seventh bore witneſs that ſhe Was faithfully 
loyal to Henry the Sixth. Still it ſeems extraordinary that 
the queen did not or could not obtain the enlargement of 
her eu When Henry the Seventh attained the 
r le retovered her liberty and vaſt eſtates: yet 
1s majeſty was both in years and avarice, for this 
took place in his third year, ſtill he gave cvi- 
dence of f che falſhood and rapacity of his nature; for 
though By act of parliament he cancelled the former act that 
had depri ved Her, us againſt all'reafony- conſeience, and courſe 
of nature, 4d ; Contrary to the latus f God and man *, and; re- 
ſtored her | Sofltffions to her, this was but ag farce, and like 


* Vide Dogdale' — i Bencbamp. ua by N aneh. 
babe ID kis 
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his wonted hypocriſy; for the very ſame year he obliged her 


to convey the whole eſtate to him, leaving her nothing but 
the manor of Sutton for her maintenance. - Richard had 


married her daughter ; but what claim had Henry to her 
inheritance ? This attachment of Rous to the houſe of 
Beauchamp, and the dedication of his work to Henry, 


would make his teſtimony moſt ſuſpicious, even if he had 


guarded his work within the rules of probability, and not 
rendered it a contemptible legend. 


Every part of Richard's ſtory is involved in obſcurity : We. 
neither know what natural children he had, nor what be- 
came of them. Sandford ſays, he had a daughter called 
Katherine, whom William Herbert earl of Huntingdon 
covenanted to marry, and to make her a fair and ſufficient 
eſtate of certain of his manors to the yearly value of 200 l. 


over and above all charges. As this lord received a con- 


firmation of his title from Henry the Seventh, no doubt the 


# =» 


poor young lady would have been ſacrificed to that intereſt. 


But Dugdale ſeems to think ſhe died before the nuptials were 
conſummated : e 6 whether this marriage. took effect or not Ican- 


« not ſay; for ſure i it is that ſhe died i in her tender years K. 


Drake F affirms, that Richard knighted at Vork a natural ſon 


& Baronage, p. 258. e + In his Hiſtory of Vork. 
3 1 called 
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edlledRich: ard of fGloucefter, and ſuppoſes it to be the ſame per- 


Ton of whom Peck has preſerved ſo extraordinary an account . 


But never was a ſuppoſition worſe grounded. The relation 
given by the latter of himſelf, was, that he never ſaw the 
king till the night before the battle of Boſworth ; ; and that 
the king had not then acknowledged, but intended to ac- 
knowledge him, if victorious. The deep privacy in which 
this perſon had lived, demonſtrates how ſeverely the perſe- 
cution had raged againſt all that were connected with Rich- 
ard, and how little truth was to be expected from the wri- 
ters on the other fide. Nor could Peck's Richard Planta- 
genet be the ſame perſon with Richard of Glouceſter; for the 
former was never kfiown till he diſcovered himſelf to Sir 
Thothas: Moyle ; and Hall fays that king Richard's fatural 
f6fi/whs in the hands of Henry the Seventh. Buck ſays, that 


Richard made his ſon Richard of Glouceſter, captain of Ca- 


His; but it appears from Rymer's Fœdera, that Richard's na- 
 thfal ſon; who was captain of Calais, was ealled John. None 


of theſe accounts accord with -Peck's} nbr, for want of 


Knowing his mother, can we gueſs why king Richard was 
more fecret on the birth of this ſor (if Peck's Richard Plan- 


tagenet was truly fo) that bf thoſe of his other natural child- 
ith that can be made 0 "this 


ren. Perhaps the trueſt rein 
* See es Deſiderata Curioa | 


Q | whole 
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. whole ſtory is, that the avidity with which our hiſtorians 
ſwallowed one. groſs ill concocted legend, prevented them 
from deſiring or daring to ſiſt a ſingle part of it. If crymbs 
of truth are mingled with it, at leaſt, they are now undiſ- 
5 OPER? in ſuch a maſs of error and SPP Un 8 
EY is evident! 11 the dug of a eg: the 
| 3 of Tudor retained all their Lancaſtrian Prejudices, eyen b 
in the reign of queen Elizabeth. In his play of Richard the 
Third, he ſeems to deduce the woes of the houſe of Vork 
from the curſes which queen Margaret had yented againſt 
them ; and he could not give that weight to her curſes, 
without ſuppoſing a right in her to utter them. This indeed 
is the authority which I do not pretend to combat. Shake- 
| ſpeare's immortal ſcenes will exiſt, when ſuch. poor argu- 
ments as mine are forgotten. Richard at leaſt will be tried 
and executed on the ſtage, when his defence remains oh ſome 
obſcure ſhelf of a library. But while theſe pages may ex- 
cite the curioſity of a day, it may not be unentertaining to 
obſerve, that there is another of Shakeſpeare's plays, that may 
be ranked among the hiſtoric, though not one of his nume- 
rous critics and commentators have diſcovered the drift of it ; 
I mean The Winter Evening's Tale, which was certainly in ir 
tended (in compliment to queen Elizabeth) as an indinckt 
apology for her mother Anne ad Thee addreſb of the 


poet 


4 
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pot appeats no where to more advantage. The ſubject was 
4 delicate to be exhibited) on the ſtage! without a veil; and 
it was too recent,” and touched the queen too nearly; for the 
bard to have ventured fo home an allafion on any other 
ground than compliment. The unreaſonable! jealouſy of 
Leontes, and his violent conduct in conſequence, form a true 
portrait of Henry the Eighth, who generallyimade the law 
the engine of his boiſterous paſſions. Not only the general 
plan of the ſtory is moſt applicable, but ſeveral paſſages are 
0 marked, that they touch the wp reg nearer than om 


fable. Hermione 0 on Wa. trial fays, dig, 2511472 

« 33 ig jon blue of bas (410: 
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This ſeems, to * * PRs the very; ml of Anne Bo- 
aw to the king. before her execution, where ſhe pleads for 
the; infant princeſs his daughter. Ma illius, the young 
prince, an unneceſſary character, dies in his infan I but ĩt 
confirms the alluſion, as queen Anne, before Elizabeth, bore 
a ſtill-born ſon. But the, moſt ſtriking paſſage, and which 
had nothing to do in, the tragedy, but as 1t-pictured, Eliza- 
| beth,. is, where: Paulina, deſcribing, the;new-born princeſs, 
,and-hex likeneſs to ber father, ſays, e bas the 287) trick, of 
3 22 his 


+ 
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Lie frown. There is one Gintects indeed ſo applitdbile; both 
to Elizabeth and her father, that T ſhould ſuſpect the poet 


| inſerted it after her death. Paulina, ee m. war 1 
tells the king, 


— yours; ; 
And: mich we lay the old proverb to your charge, 
So like you, tis the worſe, — 


The Winter Evening's Tale was therefore in reality a a ſecond 
part of Henry the Eighth. 


With regard to Jane Shore, I have already ſhown that it 
was her connection with the marquis Dorſet, not with lord 
Haſtings, which drew on her the reſentment of. Richard. 
When an event is thus wreſted to ſerve the purpoſe of a 
party, we ought to be very cautious how we truſt an hiſto- 
Tian, who is capable of employing truth only as cement in a 
fabric of fiction. Sir Thomas More tells us, that Richard 
pretended Jane « was of councell with the lord Haſtings to 
Fe deſtroy him 3 | and i in concluſion, when no colour-could 
10 faſten upon theſe matters, then he layd ſeriouſly to her 
ye charge what ſhe coud not deny,” namely her adultery ; 
« and for this cauſe, as a godly continent prince, cleane and 
« faultleſſe of himſelf, ſent out of heaven into this vicious 


„ world 
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«+ world. for the amendment of mens manners, he Fane the 
e biſhop of London to Pat. het to open penance.” | N 


Rien Ep 
This ſarcaſm o on a Richard's morals would have had more 
weight, if the author had before confined himſelf to deliver 
nothing but the preciſe truth. He does not ſeem. to be more 
exact in what relates to the penance itſelf. Richard, by his 
_ proclamation, taxed miſtreſs Shore with plotting treaſon in 
_ confederacy with the marquis Dorſet.” Conſequently, it was 
not from defect of proof of her being. accomplice with lord 
Haſtings that ſhe was put: to open penance. If Richard 
had any hand in that ſentence, it was, becauſe he had proof 
of her plotting with the marquis. But I doubt, and with 
ſome reaſon, whether her penance was inflicted by Richard. 
We have ſeen that he acknowledged at leaſt two natural 
children; and Sir Thomas. More hints, that Richard was far 
from being remarkable for his chaſtity. Is it therefore pro- 
bable, that he acted ſo ſilly a farce as to make bis brother 8 
miſtreſs do penance ? Moſt of the charges on Richard are 


ſo idle, that inſtead of being. an able and artful uſurper, as 
| his; antagoniſts allow, he muſt have been a weaker hypocrite 


than ever moms, to vreſt y ſeptre out of the hands of a 
- i +1 
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king's ſollicitor, who contr: 
lows the letter : 


C Hou, chat it is ſhewed unto us, that our ſervaunt and fol- . 
2 ci tor, Thomas Lynom, meryeillouſly blinded and abuſed 
ce with the late (wife) of Willm Shore, now being i n Lud- 


[enn] 


It is tote likely that che churchmen were the authots of 
Jane's penance; and that Richard, intereſted! to mai nage that 
body, and provoked. by her connection with To capital an 
enemy as Dorſet, m might give her up, and permit the clergy 
(who: probably had burned incenſe to her in her proſpetity) 
to revenge his quarrel. MV reaſon for this opinion is 
grounded on à letter of Richard extant in the Muſeum, by 
which it Uppeits that the fair, unfortunate, and amiable 
Jane (for her virtues far outweighed her frailty) being a pri- 
ſoner, by Richard's order, in Ludgate, had captivated the 
acted to marry her. Here fol- 
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905 the K IN G. 
7 Right reverend fadre in God, Kc. Sk 5 


| 


60 gate by oure commandment, hath made contract of matry- | 
72 mon with hir (as it 1s ſaid) and entendith, to our full 


grete merveile, to precede to th effect of the ſame. | We 


10 for many cauſes wold be ſory that hee ſoo ſhulde be dic ; 
«* poſed, Pray you therefore to ſend for bim. and i in that. 

al of goodly may, exhorte and. ture bym to. the contr GR 

And 


19 J 


10 © Ang. ye 8 finde him utterly ſet for to maryd hur, and noen 
*« gtherwiſe will be advertiſed, then; (if it may ſtand with 
4 + the West the churche) We be. content (the tyme of 


 maringe geſerred, to our compug, ngx; to. London) chat 


upon ſuflicient ſuertie founde of hure good abering, ye 
« doo ſend for hure keeper, and diſcharge him of our ſaid 


5 commandment by warrant of theſe, .committing hur. to 
3 the rule and guiding, c of hure fadze, or Ae by your 
60 « diſcretion i in the mene ſeaſon, even, &c... . 


aff * To the right reverend fagr rin God, 6, the viſep of 


It appears from this letter, that Richard gang it inde- 
cent for his. ſollicitor to marry a woman who had ſuffered: 
public puniſhment for adultery, and who was confined by 
his command—but where is the tyrant to be found this 
& Or, what | prince ever ſpoke of mch a fean ſt 22 
at is ſtronger, of ſuch contempt of his 3 with 


mach lenity and temper 4 3 He enjoins his chancell or t wil | 


ſuade the follicitor from the match but (ould he p an 3 
a tyrant w 9 nn orftered the genen tor to p riſon HE | 
12 Rat F His fervabt Will Hot 55 Ld „ 
BY the match; ; And ih the mean kite Commits Jane to 7 
whole cuſtody > 2236 banilfatherss Teinhvt help 5 ing 
that ſotne A perfoh Hud been ber petſecutor, and 5 
aticnt an 2 5 4 King.“ Alid Thale 6, Becdufe ofthe 
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ſalvo for the church: Let them be married,” ſays Richard, 
« if it may ſtand with the lawe of the churche.“ 


From the propoſed marriage, one ſhould at firſt conclude 
that Shore, the former huſband of Jane, was dead; but by 
the king's query, whether the marriage would be lawful ? 
and by her being called in the letter He late wife of William 
Shore, not of the late William Shore, 1 ſhould ſuppoſe; that 
her huſband was living, and that the penance itſelf was the 
conſequence: of a ſuit preferred by him to the ecclefiaſtic 
court for divorce, If the injured huſband ventured, on the 
death of Edward the Fourth, to petition to be ſeparated from 
his wife, it was natural enough for the church to proceed 
farther, and enjoin her to perform penance, eſpecially when 
they fell in with the king's reſentment to her. Richard's 
proclamation and the letter above-recited ſeem to point out 
this account of Jane's misfortunes; the letter implying, that 
Richard doubted whether her divorce was ſo complete as to 
leave her at liberty to take another huſband. As we hear no 
more of the marriage, and as Jane to her death retained the 
name of Shore, my ſolution i is corroborated ; ; the chancellor- 
biſhop, no doubt, going more roundly to work than the king 
had done. Nor, however Sir Thomas More reviles Richard 
for his cruel uſage of miſtreſs Shore, did either of the ſucceed- 
ing kings redreſs her wrongs, though the lived to the 

* EE eighteenth 
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Eighteenth year of Henry the Eighth. | She had ſown her 
good deeds, her good offices, her alms, her charities, in a 
court. Not one took root ; nor did the ungrateful ſoil repay 
hera * of relief in her ages and comfortleſs old age. 


I have thus gone through the ſeveral accnſations againſt 
Richard; and have ſhown that they reſt on the lighteſt and 
moſt” ſifpicious ground, if they reſt on any at all. I have 
proved that they ought to be reduced to the ſole authorities 
of Sir Thomas More and Henry the Seventh; the latter inte- 
reſted to blacken and miſtepreſent every action of Richard ; 
and perhaps driven to father on him even his own crimes. 1 
have proved that More's account cannot be true. I have 
ſhown that the writers, contemporary with Richard, either 
do not accuſe him, or give their accuſations as mere vague 
and uncertain reports : and what is as ſtrong, the writers 
next in date, and who wrote the earlieſt after the events are 
ſaid to have happened, aſſert little or nothing from their own 
information, but adopt the very words of Sir Thomas More, 
who was abſolutely 1 miſtaken c or miſinformed. 
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"Ine the fake of thoſe who have a mind to canyaſs this ſub- 
je, & will recapitulate the moſt material arguments that 
tend to diſprove. what has been afferted.; but as J Attempt 


not to * what did happen in a period that will ill re- 
R main 
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main very obſcure, I flatter myſelf that I ſhall not be thought 
either fantaſtic or paradoxical, /for not blindly adopting an 
improbable tale, which our hiſtorians have never given them- 
ſelves the trouble to examine. | 


1417 


What miſtakes I may have made myſelf, I ſhall-be will- 

ing to acknowledge; what weak reaſoning, to give up: 
but I ſhall not think that a long chain of arguments, of 
proofs and probabilities, is confuted at once, becauſe, ſome 
ſingle fact may be found erroneous. © Much leſs ſhall I be 
diſpoſed to take notice of detached or trifling cavils. The 
work itſelf is but an inquiry into a ſhort portion of our an- 
nals. 1 ſhall be content, if 1 have informed or amuſed my 
readers, or thrown any light on fo clouded a ſcene ; but-I 
cannot be of opinion that a period thus diſtant deſerves to 
take up more time than I have already beſtowed upon it. 


It ſeems then to me to appear. His gif. 


That Fabian and the authors of the Chtonigle of Croyland, 
who were contemporaries with Richard, charge him directly 
with none of the crimes, fince imputed to him, and diſcul- 


1 


pate him of ohen. 4505881 
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That John We ths third contemporary, cons know the 
facts he alledges but by heariagy confounds the dates of them, 
3 dedicated. - 
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whom mokraliech due, from API nd fables vin which 
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That we have no authors, who lived near the dime, but 
Lancaftrian authors, who wrote to flatter "SER the Fepopth, | 
or who _”_ the tales which he invented. 
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That cher EET Py prince ann ſon. of ; the 
Sixth, was committed by king Edward” 8 ſervants, and is 
1 een to Richard by no cm pocafN. 


1. 
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That 1 the Sixth was found dead in the Tower; that 
it was not known how he came by his death ; ; and that i 


I 60 Tk 
was: _— Richard's intereſt to murder him, | 
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That * ke of Cloris was 1 defended by Richard; that 


the parliament petitioned for his execution ; that no author 
of the time is ſo abſurd as to charge Richard with being the 


executionier; and that 28 — Wee deed PUR = 
An le. (ft III  DIEIL HTN 3145 f 
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That Richard's ſtay at York o on | bis Freche 15 a no 


arance of a deſign to make himſelf king. 
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That the ambition of the queen, who attempted to'uſurp 
the government, contrary to the then eſtabliſhed cuſtom of 
the realm, gave the firſt provocation to Richard and the 


princes of the blood to aſſert their rights; ; and that Richard 


was os 5 ah the duke of dp cords to indicate thoſe 
rights. 


That the preparation of an armed force under earl Rivers, 
the ſeizure of the Tower and treaſure, and the equipment 
of a fleet, by the marquis Dorſet, gave occafion to the Princes 
to impriſon the relations of the queen; and that, though they 
were put to death without trial (the only cruelty which is 
proved on Richard) it was conſonant to the manners of that 
barbarous and turbulent age, and not till after the queen's 
party had taken up arms. 


That the execution of lord Haſtings, who had firſt engag- 
ed with. Richard againſt the queen, and whom Sir Thomas 
More confeſſes Richard was Jorhe to Je o/e, can be accounted for 
by nothing but abſolute neceſſity, and the law of ſelf-defence. 


T hat Richard's aſſumption of the protectorate was in every 
reſpe& agreable to the laws and uſage ; was probably be- 
ſtowed on him by the univerſal conſent oſ the council and 
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peers, and Was a ſtrong indication that he had len no ne 
of gueſtioning Wen of his dapha ws 
un has © 1911 03 gong 110 21 91 
That the. tale of Richard aſperſing the chaſtity * bas own 


mates; is incredible ; it appearing. that he lived, with her in 


perfect harmony, and lodged with her in her palace at at 
very time. 


if 


| That it is as s little credible that Richard gained the crown 


TH i 


103 inn SOON 41189 1 
5 That there had been a a db, or marriage between 


Edward the Fourth and lady Eleanor Talbot; and that 


Richard's claim to the crown was founded on che il ile W 
141 n ies D881 
macy of Edward's children. . 


That a convention of the nobility, clergy, and people ir in- 
8145 7 — 
vited| him to \uecept 90 crown on chat title. W 3 
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That be Venti Amir ratified the act of the con- 
vention, and confirmed the baſtardy of Edward's children. 
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i e can more improbable than mad 
AO. taken no meaſures before he left London to have his 
nephews murdered, if he had had any ſuch intention. 


That 


— 


That the tory of Sir James Tirrel, as related by Sir Tho- 
mas More, is a notorious falſhood ; Sir James Tirrel being 
at that time maſter of the horſe, in 2 which Capacity b he had 


nf 
walked at Richard's coronation. | N 


— as 
| t 72 
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That Tirrel' jealouſy of Sir Richard Ratcliffe is another 
palpable falſhood ; Tirrel being already preferred, and Rat- 
cliffe abſent, | 


That Ml that relates to Sir Robert Brakenbury 3 is no leſs 


falſe : Brakenbury either being too good a man to die for a 
tyrant or murderer, or too bad a man to have refuſed being 


his accomplice. 76 bs 


That Sir Thomas More and lord Bacon both confeſs hin 
many doubted, whether the two princes were murdered 1 in 
Richard's days or not; and it certainly never was proved 


that they were murdered by Richard's order. 


That Sir T homas More relied on nameleſs and uncertain 
authority; ; that it appears by dates and facts that his autho- 
rities were bad and falſe ; that if Sir James Tirrel and Digh- 
ton had really committed the murder and confeſſed it, and if 


Perkin Warbeck had made. a voluntary, cheat, and [probable 
3 Tonfeſſion 


E 427 | 


. 


confeſſion of his impoſture, _ there could have remained | no 
doubt of the murder. | er 


1185 Green, the nameleſs page, and Will Slaughter,” hav- 
ing never been queſtioned about the murder, there is no rea- 
ſon to believe what is related of them in the e 
tragedy. | 
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That Sir James Tirrel not being attainted on the death of 
Richard, but having, on the contrary, been employed in 
great ſervices by Henry the Seventh, it is not probable that 
he was one of the murderers. That lord Bacon owning that 
Tirrel's confeſſion did not pleaſe the king ſo well as Digh- 
ton's ; that Tirrel's impriſonment and execution ſome years 
afterwards for a new treaſon, of which we have no evidence, 
and which appears to have been mere ſuſpicion, deſtroy all 
probability of his guilt in the ſuppoſed murder of the children. 


That the impunity of Dighton, if only guilty, \ was ſean. 


dalous ; and can only be accounted for on the ſuppoſition of 
his being a falſe Wige to R Heory,s 8 cauſe a againſt Perkin 


Warheck.. (77308 
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Thar he leser of the myo archbiſhops) and ren 
wing to. ſpecify the murder of the princes. in de 


4 Ph Fog 
tainder 


tainder againſt Richard, wears all the appearance of their 
not having been murdered. 


That Richard's tenderneſs and kindneſs to the earl of War- 
wick, proceeding fo far as to proclaim him his ſucceſſor, 
betrays no ſymptom of that-cruel -nature, which would not 
Rick at aſſaſſinating any competitor. 


That it is rndabiteble that Richard's firſt idea was to keep 
the crown but till Edward the Fifth ſhould attain the age of 
twenty-four. 


That with this view he did nor create his own fon prince 
of Wales till after he had proved the baſtardy of his brother's 
children. 


That there is no proof that thoſe children were murdered. 


That Richard made, or intended to make, his nephew Ed- 
ward the Fifth walk at his coronation. 


That there is ſtrong preſumption from the parliament-roll 
and from the Chronicle of Croyland, that both princes were 


living ſome time after Sir Thomas More fixes the date of 
their deaths, 


That 
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That when his own ſon was dead, Richard was ſo far from 
intending to get rid of his wife, that he proclaimed his ne- 
phews, firſt the earl of Warwick, and Gen the an of Lin- 
coln, his heirs cad 


That there is not the leaſt probability of his having poiſoned 
his wife, who died of a languiſhing diſtemper : that no proof 
was ever pretended to be given of it ; that a bare ſuppoſition 
of ſuch a crime, without proofs or very ſtrong preſumptions, 
is ſcarce ever to be credited. | 

That he ſeems to have had no intention of marrying his 
niece, but to have amuſed her with the ni of that match, 
to prevent her marrying Richmond. 


That Buck would not have dared to quote her letter as 
extant in the earl of Arundel's library, if it had not been 
there: that others of Buck's aſſertions having been corrobo- 
rated by ſubſequent diſcoveries, leave no doubt of his vera- 
city on this; and that that letter diſculpates Richard from 
poiſoning his wife; and N ſhews the impatience of his 
Mice to be queen. 


That it is probable the queen-dowager knew her ſecond 
8 85 ſon 
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* was living, and connived at the appearance of Lambert 
Simnel, to feel Tg of the nation. d ob 0} Andor 
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That Henry "9 Seventh certainly thought that ſhe and the 
earl of Lincoln were privy to the exiſtence, of Richard duke 
of Fork, and that Rene me in terror i his appearance. 
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That the different duh of Henry with regard to am- 


bert Simnel and Perkin Warbeck, implies how different an 


op inion he had of them; that, in the firſt caſe, he uſed the 
moſt natural and moſt rational methods to prove h im an im 


poſtor; whereas his whole behaviour in Perkin's caſe was 


myſterious, and betrayed his belief or doubt that Warbeck 
was the true duke of Vork. l 55s 3881 


That it was morally ;mpoſlible for the ducheſs of Bur- 
gundy at the diſtance of twenty-ſeven years to inſtruct a Fe- 
mith lad fo perfectly in all that had paſſed in the court of 
England, 0 M would not have been detected in few 
hours. oog e QO1NR83}1DES Ton lo bien? 'S Of a Y? 09H $8: & 3 
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That hs . not JPY 1 nor could he know. What 


had 1 in the Tower, unleſs he was 08” 28 duke of 
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That if he was not the true duke of Vork, Henry had 
nothing to do but to confront him with Tirrel and Dighton, 


and the impoſture muſt have ban diſcovered. 
2105 Das dal 18405 Hg oh 2 7 Yi 111 1990 9 2105 5 S: SELF 119] : sec 


That Perkin, never! ange confronted with thiawetriddwes 
aght; and the princeſſes her daughters, proves that Henry did 


not dare to truſt to their eee him. 
6 1 7 518 n 74 3 9x7 © | WI 291 
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That if he was not the doch of Vork, he might have 


been detected by not knowing the queens and Ih if 
own 70 him nne his e, ee e et were. 
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* Thatit i is not pretendaditiic-Petkinientt failed ola bes 

guage, accent, or circumſtances ; and that his likeneſs to 


Edward the Fourth is owed. 
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That lord n did not Pate to adhere. 6 to Lak ridiculqus 
account ; but forges another, though in reality, not much 


mote credible. 
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Simnel, to feel nn er of the nation. 2170 
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That Henry as Seventh certainly thought that ſhe and the 
earl of Lincoln were privy. to the exiſtence, of Richard duke 
e that * lived i in terror of his appearance. 
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That the e HEN of Hwy hah bene to Lam- 
bert Simmel and Perkin Warbeck, implies how different an 

opinion he had of them; that, in the firſt caſe, he uſed the 

moſt natural and moſt rational methods to prove him an ima 

poſtor; whereas his whole behaviour in Perkin's caſe was 


myſterious, and betrayed his belief or doubt that Wanner 
was tlie true duke of York. eee eee 88 
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That it was morally impoſſible for the ducheſs of Bur- 
gundy at the diſtance of twenty-ſeven years to inſtruct a Fle- 
miſh lad fo perfectly in all that had paſſed in the court of. 
| England, one" me would not have been detected in few 
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Edward the our is owed. 
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That lord Bacon did not . to 3 to 1 — 
account; but forges another, though in reality, not much 


mote credible. 
S 2 That 


15432 
That: a number of Henry' s beſt friends, as the lord cham- 


Bertain' who placed the crown on his head, knights of the 
garter, and men of the faireſt characters, being perſuaded 


that Perkin was the true duke of York, and dying for that be- 


lief, without recanting, makes it very raſh to deny that he 
was not ſo. $15: 3 JOS 1s 1 aje9 


That the proclamation in Rymer's Fœdera againſt Jane 
Shore, for plotting with the marquis Dorſet, not with lord 
Haſtings, deſtroys all the credit of Sir Thomas TORY as to 
what relates to We latter N [Hh ot 


In ſhort, that Henry's character, as we have received it 
from his own apologiſts, is fo much worſe and more hateful 
than Richard's, that we may well believe Henry invented 
and propagated by far the greater part of the ſlanders againſt 
Richard: that Henry, not Richard, probably put to death 
the true duke of Vork, as he did the earl of Warwick; and 
that we are not certain whether Edward the Fifth was mur- 
dered ; nor, if he was, by whoſe order he was murdered. 


After all that has been ſaid, it is ſcarce neceſſary to add a 
word on the ſuppoſed diſcovery that was made of the ſkele- 
tons of the two young princes, in the reign of Charles the 
Second. Two ſkeletons found in that dark abyſs of ſo many 
| - ſecret 
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ſecret tragſaQtions, with no marks to, aſcertain the fs. ” 
5 age of their interment, can certainly verify nothing. 

55 muſt believe both princes died there, before we can 1058 
that their bones were found there: 1 and upon what that be- 
lief can be founded, or how we ſhall ceaſe to doubt, whether 


Perkin Warbeck was not one of thoſe children, I am at a loſs 
to gueſs. 


2 os little is it ſits to "Aye, on * grants made by 
3 | Richard the Third to his ſuppoſed accomplices in that mur- 
|: der, becauſe the argument will ſerye either way. It was 


very natural that they, who had taſted moſt of Richard's 


1 | bounty, ſhould be ſuſpected as the inſtruments of his crimes. 
But till it can be proved that thoſe crimes were committed, 
it is in vain to bring evidence to ſhow who aſſiſted him in 
perpetrating them. For my own part, I know not what to 
think of the death of Edward the Fifth: I can neither en- 
tirely acquit Richard of it, nor condemn him; becauſe there 
are no proofs on either fide ; and though a' court of juſtice 
would, from that defect of evidence, abſolve him; opinion 
* fluctuate backwards and forwards, and at Laſt remain in 


9 
1147 


25 
* 
Ee 
* 
> 
— 
1 
3 
2 
1 
1 
3 
Ac: 
be. 
4G 
58. 
3 
57 De 
#1 IS, 
RS 
8 
1 
1 
2 n 
1 my % 
, <0 
"= 
* 
2 
vx 
A 
4% 
: BF 
JI. 
— 871 4 
8 5 
5 
JT 
1225 
> 
oF 
5 
8 


* 
FE 
P 4 * 

Bt 
* x 

_—_ 
FF 

1 
. 
nt 
Iz . 
YH, 

de 
+ F 
$0 
7 5 
2 


For the younger brother, the batänet eme to incline 
8 on the ſide of Perkin Warbeck, as the true duke of 
3 \ | Yor k 3 


(394 
York ; and if onè Was faved; one knows not how nor why to 
bare mat Richard deſtr oyed voy” the . 
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We muſt leave this PF ſtory dark,” though not near ſo 
dark as we found it; and it is perhaps as wiſe to be uncertain 
on one portion of our hiſtory, as to believe ſo much as is be- 
lieved in all hiſtories, though very probably as falſely deli- 
vered to us, as the period which we have here been examining. 
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The following notice, clings communicated to 
>! me by: Mr. Stanley, came too late to be inſerted 
in the” body of the work, "and zue aal wer to 


be o mi ted. * Q 10 n0¹fj˖ẽjm 300 Nc 
1155 90 iitte (IORQUOTIT #491 1x 21013 +e291103J tf ils oj; Devi 
Nee 2 Witch E202” 
Nite he Nach is Perkin abeck, his Widow; the 


lady Catherine Gordon, eee of the earl of Huntley, 
from her exquiſite beauty, and upon account of her huſband 
called The white roſe of Scotland, was married to Sir Matthew 
Cradock, and is buried with him in Herbert's iſle in Swan- 
ſea church in Wales, where their tomb is ſtill to be ſeen, 
with this e in ancient characters: 


Here lies Sr Mathie Cradok knight, ſume time deputie 
«© unto the right honorable Charles Erle of Worcets in the 
« countie of Glamorgan, R. Attor. G. R. Chauncelor of the 
ſame, ſteward of Gower and Hilvei, and mi ladie Kate- 


A 


La) 


“ rin his wife.“ 


They had a daughter Mary, who was married to Sir Ed- 
ward Herbert, ſon of the firſt earl of Pembroke; and from 
that match are deſcended the earls of Pembroke and Powis, 


Hans Stanley, Eſq; George Rice, Eſq; &c. 
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Page. 
49. for SirRichard, read Lord Richard. 
58. for As Sir James Tirrel, read and as Sir James Tirrel too. 
ib. line 3. for treaſon, What, read treaſon ; what 
65. at bottom, for parel, read his. 
66. line 1. dele for. 


5 Directions to the Book- Binder. 


Place the head of the King to front the title page, and the 
pPllate of the King and Queen at page 103. 


